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The INTRODUCTION. 


E have cow before us the Eleventh 
Pamphlet, which the Advocates, 
pretendedly for, really againſt the 
3 Clergy, have publiſh'd on the pre- 

© font Controverſy: Tis intituled, An Examination, 

| &c. fo far as the Clergy of the Dioceſs of Canter- 
bury are concerned in it. The Brief Account 

4 of Proſecutions, by the Fewneſs of the Caſes in 

* fo many Years, within that Dioceſe, did ſuffici- 

or 7 ently juſtify the general Conduct of the Cler gv 

there, which thereſore did not ſtand in need of 
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this Anthor's Defence, whoſe Method of pallias 


ting particular Acts of Oppreſſion, under the 
Vindeage of a Defence of the Clergy in general, 
caſts an unmerited Imputation on the Characters 
of many of thoſe whoſe Cauſe he would ſeem to 
advocate. 
The Examiner's grand Deſign appears to be, ; 
that of irritating the Government againſt the Qua- 
| hers: This, with thinking Men, is a manifeſt 
Symptom of a diſtreſſed Cauſe, and an Indication, 
that, while the Advocates of the Clergy have the 
G5 Vanity to proclaim their own Writings * unan- 


fwerable, themſelves don't think ſo: For, the 


Power of the M ggiſtrate is a Weight wh ich the 
Clergy do not uſually throw into the Scale, till 
they ſee that TRUTH is turning its Balance a- 


gainſt them. 


But the Venom of the Author carries wich 
tit its own Antidote, and the Malice of his Pur- 
Poe is allayed by the Weakneſs of his Reaſoning, 
founded in Abſurdities, while he attempts to 
repreſent a Principle of Peace as deſtructive to 
Society, and thoſe Perſons as dangerous to Gy- 
vernment, who are with-held by Principle from 
_ reſiſting it; and treats the Qyakers as injurious to 
the Miniſters of the Goſpel, for no other Reaſon 
than a cloſe Adberence to its  Precepts rooting | 
their Marntenance. 


A particular Enquiry "into the Nature and 


Tendency of his D Dijceurje, is the Subject of the 


e Sections. 
© SECT. 


N 4s 
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* Examination, pag. 22, 


8 E C T. L 


The Pins s Introduction, and his pretended. 


Examination of the Q AK ERS Scruples of 
"En ſcience, confidered. pes | 


HE firſt Sentence of his Introduction inti- 
mates, that the Hardſhips the Ruakers 
Fe, Complain of, ariſe from their own Behaviour.” 


Had he conſider d that Behaviour in its proper 


Light, vis. as ariſing from Conſcience directed by 
Scripture-Precepts, a due Regard to the Obligation 


of thoſe Precepts might have reſtrain'd him 
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from juſtifying Hardſhips inflicted for obeying 

them: Hardſhips, which aroſe, not from their 
own Behaviour, but that of their Pro ecutors, 
whom, the Nualers Refuſal of their Claims, did 
not lay under any Necęſſity of chuſing the moſt 
ſevere and rigorous Methods for recovering them. 


He mentions, pag. 2, the Quakers © Petition 


to the Legiſlature,” the Subſtance of which is 
more fully expreſſed in their printed Caſe, in 
theſe Words, v/2. That © notwithſtanding: the 
« ſummary Method provided, there have been 
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* 


proſecuted in the Exchequer, Eccleſiaſtical and 
other Courts, for Demands recoverable by the 
e ſaid Acts, above Eleven Hundred of the Peo- 
ple called Onuakers, of whom, near Three 
Hundred were committed to Priſon, and ſe- 


| * veral of them died Priſoners, | 
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3 Theſe Proſecutions, thou gh frequently com⸗ 


** menced for trivial Sums, from four Pence to 
«* five Sbillings, and great Part of them for Sums 
© not exceeding forty Shillings, have been at- 
tended with ſuch heavy Coſts, and rigorous 


U 


I. 


<« Executions, that about Eight Hundred Pounds 
© have been taken from Ten of them, where the 
original Demand did not amount to fifteen. 
: 7 Pounds.“ | 
Concerning the Authors of ſuch ruinous and a 
deftruttive Proſecutions, tis, we think, very 

| juſtly obſerv'd, in the Preface to the Brief Ac 

count, That Men profeſſing Chriſtianity, and 

ſome of em to be Miniſters of the Goſpel of 
* Peace, ſhould, by unneceſſary and expenſive 
Law-ſuits, facrifice their own Quiet and Inte- 


la) . 


* 


A 


reſt to the Oppreſſion and Ruin of their Neigh- 


cc 


DE 


the Rules of common Humanity, 


The Examiner is pleas d to call our conſcienti- 5 
tus Scruple againſt the Payment of Tithes, &c. a 


« ſpecious Pretence of Conſcience,” but produces 


neither Scripture nor Reaſon to ſhew that it is 
not a religious Reality: But 'tis obſervable, that 
the Inflicters of Hardſhips for Conſcience may 
not admit even her beſt grounded Scruples to be 
real, leſt, by ſo doing, they ſhould remove the 
only ſpecious Pretence for their own | reaſonleſs 


everities, 


«© It will not, ſays the Remis pag. . be 
thought foes to the Examination of the 


cc * Brie ef Account = 


- to conſider previouſly, 
- and 


* bours, has been Matter of Surprize to generous 
91 Minds.” Vain and empty are Men's Pretences 
to Chriſtianity, ſo long as their Actions tranſgreſs = 


| T9) 
* and enquire into the Foundation of ſuch of 
their Scruples, whereby the Safety of the Na- 
= © tion, or Property of the Clergy of the Church 
„ of Eng land in general, may be affected. 5 
I White the Examiner may think, it will 
nevertheleſs be thought by others, that an En- 
quiry into the Qaters Scruple, reſpecting Bearing 
* of Arms and Fighting, is altogether foreign to an 
Examination of the Brief Account, reſpeQting 
- Proſecutions for Tithes, and that fack a Scruple 
hath no manner of Relation to that Account; but 
is inſiſted on by him, with a De/ign of incenſing 
the Government againſt the Duakers, by miſrepre- 
ſenting their Principles as * inconſiſtent with the 
©. Good of Society,“ “ tending to the Subver= _- —_ 
** flon of Government,” and © letting in a 

Deluge of Miſery and Deſolation ; || ” their 

_ Perſons, as unworthy © of the Benefit of the 

„ Laws, * or of © Favour in common with 

X* the Reſt of their Fellow Subjects; +Þ and 
e their Conſciences, ſuch, as “ can claim no In- 
e dulgence from the Government: Such 
virulent Expreſſions, diftuſed up and down his 
Pamphlet, prove nothing, but that the Author's 

Heat has the Aſcendant of his Reaſon, and N 
probably be regarded by conſiderate Readers, 
an 71jurious Reflection on their Judgment, by fup | 

poſing them capable of accepting Railing fo 1 
 »Reaſon, and Clamour for Confutation. ; 

His blending together the Safety of the Nati. 
on, and the * of the . may be con- 
1 | fry ed 
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Connexion of the general Safety with the parti- 


cular Intereſt of a ſingle Branch of the Commu- 


nity, naturally conveys a Suggeſtion of Danger 
from that Part, whenever they ſuppoſe that 
particular Intereſt affected: A Suggeſtion, for 


which the Loyal Sons of the Clergy, who found 
their Allegiance to the Government on Obliga- 
tions of Chriſtian Duty, ſuperior to the narrow 
Views of Self-Intereft, 
Prudence of their pretended Advocate, as the _ 


are as little oblig'd to the 


 Duakers are to his Charity, in cenſuring their 


Scruples of Conſcience as te void of common Ho- 
« neſty,*” while himſelf is ſo void of common M. 

| defly, as to call, a plain Account of evident Facts, 
mere Surmiſe only ; +” and to confront the moft 

| open and manifeſt Truths with a confident Imputa- 1 
tion of © downright Falſhood. ]]“ 
The Rwuakers Writings fully demonſtrate, that 

| thoſe Principles of theirs, which this Author tra- $ 
duces, have a real Foundation both in Scripture 
and Regſon: And whatever Principles are ſo 
founded, do moſt effectually contribute to the 


Support and Eſtabliſhment of Civil Government, 


and to the mare. 4 of every Man' 8 you and : 


Property. 


The Examiner proceeds, pag. ö any I 


« particular Part of the Community ſhall, in 


* either of theſe Caſes, ſet to themſelves a diffe- 
« ent Rule of acting from that which is the Ge. 3 
a neral Law, * arcogate thereby to them. 
55 cc ſelves 
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* pag. 3. leid. 1 Ibid, 
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; « Shins * Legiſlature, they ſet theme 
„ ſelves up as an Independent 54 whilſt at 
e the ſame time they claim and enjoy the Bene- 


C 


A 


fit of all other Laws in common with the reſt 


* 


of the Subjects. To the ſame purport he alſo 


+ cites, pag. 7,8, a Paragraph from the Examination, 
Kc. in Behalf of theClergy of the Dioceſe of Lon- 
dun, viz. © That the Puakers are known to be a 
People, who have a Sort of national Govern- 
ment within themſelves. They have their 
e ſtated Meetings within particular Diſtricts in 
1 the Country: And in London a Vearly Meet- 


ee 


ing of Deputies or Repreſentatives from all 
Parts of the Kingdom, to treat of the general 
Concerns of the Body; and a Committee of 
particular Perſons, reſiding in or near London, 
to maintain a conſtant Correſpondence with 


their Brethren all over the Kingdom.” Upon 


which he thus exclaims, pag. 8. How dan- 


+ © gerous may this e be, where their Con- 


« ſcience ſets different Rules from the publick 
« Weal! When they take upon themſelves to 
direct in Matters contrary to the Laws of the 


al 


cc 


© Land, and to exhort their Followers to land 


K 


c 


faithful i in their ancient and Chriſtian Teſtimony 
againſt what thoſe Laws command : Whilſt 
ee they are thus aflembled without the King's 
e Writ, promulge and put in Ure their Conſti- 
tutions, without his Licenſe or Aſſent, and in : 
Contempt of his Supremacy !” _ 

| Here's a vehement Outcry of Danger: But 
95 whence? From the publick Meetings '*" BY 
an harmleſs and inoffenſive People, aſſembled 
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for no other End than the Practice of pure and 
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(wo) 
undefiled Religion, viz. To vijit the F. atherleſ and 
Widows in their Afliction, and to keep themſelves 


unſpotted from the World. James 1. xxvii. The 
Cauſe aſſign'd by the Examiner himſelf is per- 


fectly innocent, vis. that they “ exhort their 
% Followers to ſtand faithful in their ancient and 


e Chriſtian Teflimony,” he adds, © againſt what 
e thoſe Laws command,” but they ſay, © againſt 
„ what Chriſt's Goſpel forbids.” His Precepfts 
are their Rule of Acting in Religion; from 


which they are not to be mov'd by this Exami- 


ner's teaching for Doctrines the Commandments of 
Men. The Objection of the Duakers making 
Laws to ehemphoe, is but an Old Calumny long 
ſince confuted: As we are not, (ſays a* Writer 
of their Perſwaſion) a People whoſe Principle 
e is to make Laws, without the Leave of our Supe- = 
© riors; ſo it never was, nor is our Practice. Ve 
are a Religious and Chriſtian Society, and as 
« ſuch, we have our Meetings in the Name 
e Jeſus Chriſt, whoſe Preſence is in the midſt 
* of us, as we in Humility wait upon the Lord. 
And as all Societies have ſome Laws or Orders 
c for the Government thereof, ſo have we; but 
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«© we do not aſſume to our ſelves a 9 to 


« make them. That which we do, is, as 
George Whitehead e b put 
„ Practice, which Chriſt our Head and Law- 
<« giver hath taught us, and revealed to his Ser- 
© yants, and that agreeable to the Holy Scrip- 
tures 
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* Richard Cleridee | in his Melins 3 


Printed Anno 1706. pag. 128. Truth and Innocenc) 
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e tures of Truth, and no ) ways injurious to the 
e outward Government; but for the promoting 
of Truth and Righteouſneſs 1 in the Earth, and 
« as Fellow-helpers in Chriſt, provoking one 
© another to Love and good Works.” A Liber- 
ty of aſſembling together for ſuch righteous and 


religious Purpoſes, is, we think, naturally includ- 
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Religion, granted by the Government: For, as 
the preſent Archdeacon of Lincoln judiciouſly ob- 
ſerves, © * A free Conſideration of the State of 
ry Religion is eſſential to a free Profeſſion of it, 
« inſomuch as in the ſeveral Treaties between 
© the Reformiſts and the Princes in Germany, 
c the Netherlands, Bohemia, France and Scot- 
and, the Right to conſider of the Intereſt of 
the Religion profeſſed, was underſtood as an 
Incident to the r or Allowance of that 
2 « Profeſſion.” _ 
If the Quakers meeting Wasch for ſuch Re- 
i e, and Chriſtian Purpoſes, be what the Ex- 
anner means by © ſetting themſelves up as an 
Independent State, tis incumbent upon him 
to juſtify that Reflection, by demonſtrating, that 
4 | the Chriſtian Religion is a State dependent on 
Human Laws; which whe he ſhall have un- 
dertaken, the World ny judge of his Perfor- 
- mance. 0 
Who they are that Fe arrogate to themſelves 
© a ſeparate Legiſlature, exerciſe an aſſumed 
Power of Jurildietion prohibited by the King's 
95 B oo Laus, 


* 
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ed in the Toleration, for the free Exerciſe of our 


(612) 
& Laws, and promulge Conſtitutions without his 
* Licenſe, or Aſſent, and in Contempt of his 
„ Supremacy,” the Puakers know, and have 
been very great Sufferers by. Let the Examiner 
reconſider this Matter, and we doubt not but he 
will meet nearer Home with Perſons to whom 
| thoſe Imputations more properly belong. The 
Letter, by us laſt cited, will inform him, 
« * That the Rules of Proceeding in Ecclefiaſti- 
© cal Courts, are nothing more or leſs, than the | 
* Sophilſtications of the Canon-Law reduced into 

© Practice.” And that, © the Rules of Practice 
for Eccleſiaſtical Courts were —— INTENDED 


© FOR INSTRUMENTS TO INSLAVE MANKIND.” 
That ſo wicked an Intention has not been per- 

fectly accompliſhed, is owing, not to the Favour 

df Eccleſiaſticks, but to the Reſtraints impos'd on 

them by the Laws of the Land, and the Inter- 

_ poſition of the Secular Magiſtrate. 
The Examiner, pag. 4, tells us, that © the 

« Pretence of Conſcience in Matters of meer civil 

_ « Rzght is vain,” but what he means by meer ci- 
vil Right is not well explain'd; nor is that 
Term properly applied to the Points in Debate 

twixt him and us, which relate only to Matters 
_ of Religion, and Obedience to Chriſt's Precepts, 
and to the Doctrines of his Goſpel ; which Pre- 
cepts and Doctrines are the Foundation of our 
Principles by him oppoſed. He obſerves, that 
_ © the Goſpel-Liberty does not exempt us from 
< the Obligation to Human Laws,” and might 
as juſtly have obſerved, that Human Laws do not 


Teiler, Pag. 20. 21. 
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FC 
erempt us from the Obligation of Obedience to 
Chriſt's Precepts; Precepts, which never advance 


| any thing inconſiſtent with any particular 


* Duty we owe the Publick, or any particular 
© Branch of private Property,” Whoever there- 


fore, under the ſpecious Pretence of either of 


_ theſe, ſhall urge the Practice of what thoſe Pre- 
cepts forbid, muſt have entertain'd erroneous No- 
tions concerning both, For Chriſt's Precepts al- 
ways © tend to the publick Good,” and the 
_ cloſeſt Adherence to them is the firmeſt Bond of 
The Qwakers, fays the Examiner, pag. 5, 
s openly teach and avow, That it is not law- _ 


ful for Chriſtians to reſiſt Evil, or to War or 
Fight in any Caſe.” And does not Chriſt him- 


ſelf teach the very ſame Doctrine, Mat. v. 38. 
to the End of the Chapter? The Ryekers think 
it impoſſible to reconcile the Precepts laid down 
by Chriſt with the Practice of Wars; and for 
that Reaſon they refuſe to bear Arms or fight. 
This their Obedience to Chriſt's Precept they 

think very conſiſtent with their © being faithful, 

S © and bearing true Allegiance to the King: They 
= © declare that they are his loyal and obedient 

Subjects; and their Principle of not bearing 


Arms, is an effectual Security of their peaceable 


= Demeanour toward his Perſon and Govern- 
= But the Examiner, while he plainly confeſſes the 
Chriſtianity of this Doctrine, by acknowledging, 
= that if all the World was Chriſtian, and that 
= © all Chriſtians followed the Rules of their Pro- 
S < feſſions, Wars would then ceaſe,” nevertheleſs 
impeaches 
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. 
impeaches the ſame Doctrine as injurious to the 
* publick Safety, and © letting in a Deluge of 


« Miſery and Deſolation.” Had he really be- 
liev'd what Chriſt hath declared of himſelf, that 
ALL PowER in Heaven and in Earth is given un- 
to him, Mat. xxviii. 18. he would never have faid, 


| that © diſtin& States and Kingdoms cannoT be 
« {upported againſt the Encroachments and In- 
©. vaſions of others, but by War, and repelling 


© Force by Force.” An Expreflion, moſt un- 


warrantably limiting the Almighty Power to the 
Uſe of Means which Chriſt hath forbidden. An 
Obedience to Chriſt, and a Dependence on his 
Power, never lead Men into ſuch Abſurdities. 


As then the Duakers firmly believe, that Wars 


are prohibited by Chriſt : So they alſo believe 


the Supreme Power and Sovereignty of the Al- 
mighty; and that, as the Scriptures declare, the 
moſt High rulech in the Kingdom of Men, and giveth 
it to whomfoever he will. Daniel, iv. 25, That 
Power and Might are his, and he changeth the 


Times and the Seaſons ; he . Kings and ſet- 
eth up 


Kings, Dan. ii. 2. And that, The Powers 
* fhat 5 are ordained of God : M. boſoever there- 


pre re ſifteth the Power, reſiſteth the Ordinance of | 


God. Rom. xiii. This their Chriſtian Principle, 


which forbids their Reſſtance of any Government, 5 
effectually ſecures their A/ſegiance to that onder 1 


which they live: While the contrary Principle, 


which admits the Uſe of Arms, and allows Men 
to refiſt a Government _— diſlike, renders the 
Afſura rance 'X 
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© 15 ) 
Affurance of their Fidelity to any other. as pre- 
carious, as their own Approbation of its Con- | 


duct. 


But ſeeing this falſe Alarm of Danger to the 


Government from a Principle of Peace, is ſounded 
In a pretended Defence of the Clergy, permit us 
to query, Whether an Exemption of the Quakers 


from Military Services, which they believe un- 


lawful, be not as reafonable as an Exemption of 
the Clergy from the fame Services, which they 

hold /awful? Is not the Chriftian Principle of the 

| former as good a Security to Government as the 
Human Policy of the latter? It has been obſerved 

Z bya * Writer, who had been formerly of their 

own Order, that“ They (the Clergy) are ex- 


cc 


empted from Military Services, both by the 

Pope's Canon-Law, and the Laws of the 
Land, but Qud Scripturd, by what Scripture | 

are they exempted more than other Perſons ? 
Piety is indeed pretended by them, but the 
real Deſign ſeems to have had its Riſe from 
Policy, tho' covered with the Cloak of Reli- 
« gion. And that which was their Policy at 
firſt, in proceſs of Time became their Privi- 
lege, and now they claim it.as a Right apper- 
taining to their Order ; whereby they ſhelter 
« themſelves from thoſe dangerous Storms, 
which many of them are not wanting to ſtir up 
e others to run into. Eraſinus made the Ob- 


te ſervation in his Time, in a Dialogue between 


2 * ; 
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40 


« * denke in his Melius Leeden, pag: . 
124. 12 3 | 


(16) 


ce Georgius and Livinus. * Li. There are ſome 


Divines, ſaith be, that blow up the Coals, and 


« ſound an Alarm to theſe Tumults. Geo. I 
« would ſet theſe Men in the Front of the Bat- 


ce tle. Li. But they take Care of their own 
N Safety. : 


As for our Parts, {oiz. the Nen) i in that 
we decline all Wars and F ighting with carnal 
Weapons, we are not acted by any worldly 


e Policy, but moved by true Piety towards God, 


t and fincere Love to our Neighbour ; not to 


tc eaſe or fave our Bodies from Danger, but to 


keep our Conſciences void of Offence both to- 


* wards God and towards Men. For ſeeing 


“ Chriſt hath commanded us to love our Ene- 
_ « mies, we believe it is our Duty to do nothing | 


© that is inconſiſtent therewith.”? 


13 


Lawsof Nature, nor of Se- Defence, fo far as they 
are conſiſtent with the Obſervation of Chriſt's 
Precepts; which, they believe, Wars and Fight- 


ing are not: Nor do they proceed from the pure 


Nature of Man, but from his Corruptions and 


Depravities: V hence, ſays the Apoſtle, comeWars © 
and Figbtings among you + ? Come they not hence, 


"_-w Y your . ? Fu iv. 12 Chriftia- 


* Ti. Tam 2 Theologt qui e * 72 
fundant, & ad hos Tumultus Claſſicum canant. 


Geo. Iſtos ego Statuerim in prima acie. Li. At illi 


ſibi cavent poſt Principia. Eraſmi Col. Percontandi i 


reduce 


But fays the Examiner, pag. 6. ec The Laws i 
© of Nature, and of Self-Defence {till remain; 
* nor do we ceaſe to be Men by becoming Chriſ- 
_ © tians.” The 2yakers ſay nothing againſt the 
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„ 
nity is a State of the mo/? perfect Humanity. Its 
Precepts of loving Enemies, and of rendering to no 
Man Evil for Evil, are adapted to reſtore Human 
Nature to its higheſs Perfection; and by forbidding 
the Effects of Mens Luſts and inordinate Afec- 
tions, would remove the Cauſes which produce 
them, and which are alſo forbidden. Abſurd 
and weak therefore is the Examiners Remark of 
“ ceaſing to be Men, by becoming Chriſtians,” 
by which, from the Advancement of Human Na- 
ture to its higheſt Perfection, he would infer its 
_—_z_ TEE cs 
The Caſe of the Magiſtrate's exerting his 
Power for the Puniſhment of Evil-Doers, is not 
parallel to that of Wars and Fighting; the 
Goſpel of Chriſt, which enjoins Subjection to the 
One, having forbidden the other. 
According to them, (viz. the Quakers) ſays 
e the Examiner, pag. 6, 7. Should an Enemy, a 
0 Pretender to the King's Crown and Dignity, 
| © invade his Realms, his faithful Subjects, who 


A 


ec would ſacrifice their Lives and Fortunes in De- 
* * fence of his Royal Perſon and Family, and 
therein of our Religion, Laws and Libertics, 
=} © muſt either baſely deſert his Service, or forfeit 
« 


A 


te their Title to Chriſtianity,” This is either a 
weak Miſtake, or a wilful Miſrepreſentation: 
For, the Quabers do not infer the Forfeiture of 
& Men's Title to Chriſtianity, from any particu- 
lar Act of Diſobedience : Nor are they ſo uncha- 
ritable as not to make reaſonable Allowances for 
the Diverſity of Men's Underſtandings. To 
2 themſelves indeed, who are fully perſuaded that 
2 Chriſt's Precepts abſolutely forbid all Wars and 
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Fighting, the Practice of them would be uns 


doubtedly finful : But they paſs no Cenſure upon 


other Men, who may have been taught to accept 
thoſe Precepts ina more limited Conſtruction, and 
may think the Prohibitions therein leſs extenſive ; 


Thoſe who are ſo perſuaded, and act accordingly, 


the Rzaters judge not; for could they themſelves 
be of like Sentiments, that Wars are lawful, they 
ſhould eſteem, what the Examiner mentions, to 


be a very juſtifiable Cauſe of them, viz. © In 


Defence of the King's Royal Perſon and Fa- 
emily, and therein of our ——Laws and Liber- 
e ties.” We leave out the Word Religion, which 
uwe ſuppoſe the Examiner inſerted thro' Forgetful- 
neſs of what he had told us a little before, pag. 5. 
012. that © Chriſt's Religion is not to be propa- 


« gated by the Sword.” We may here put the 


Examiner in Mind of an Obſervation which has 
been made, and of the Truth of which we would 


not have him be an Hzſtance, viz. That ſome 


Perſons, who have made a loud Profeſſion of 
* ſacrificing their Lives and Fortunes,” have been 
more deficient in their Loyalty than Men of /Jejs 


1 2 


The Examiner's Reflections on the Behaviour 


of the Aſſembly of Penſilvania, in their Legiſlative |: 
Capacity, are beneath our Notice. The Author 
of the Sermon, he refers to, might have found 
| Matter more conducive to the Propagation of the 
Goſpel in foreign Parts, than a partial Miſrepreſen- 
tation of the Proceedings of that Aſſembly; who, 


we doubt not, are capable of juſtifying their own 
Conduct, as Faithful Subjects to the King, and as 


P rudent and Chr Mian Conſer vators of the Peace of 
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that Province. A Conduct for which they are 
accountable to the Government here, who, 
J we preſume, did neyer give Licenſe or Aſſent for 
bodfficious Prieſts to anticipate their Determinati- 
ons, nor to intermeddle in Affairs ſubje& only 
to their Cognizance. The Government of that 
Province is founded on Principles of the moſt _ 
* univerſal Humanity and Benevolence. The free 
|: Enjoyment of Liberty and Property, without re- 
* ſpect of Perſons or Parties, has made it a popu- 
lous and flouriſhing Colony, happy in the Enjoy- 
ment of Peace, without the Burden of Soldiers, 
and of Religion, free from the Impoſitions of 
3 Prieſts: Neither of theſe had any Share in the 
Settlement of this Province, nor in the Eſtabliſh- 
ment of its preſent Happineſs. Attempts have 
been made for introducing both: Should thoſe 
Attempts prevail, the Declenſion of the Province, 
in all probability, will take its Date from the 
.. Sent. oo Bog 
The Examiner, pag. 8, endeavours to aſſign à 

2 Reaſon for his miſrepreſenting the Quakers, vix. 
«© To ſhew, in how unfavourable a Light they 
« ſtand, when put in Competition with the 
« Clergy of the Church of England, who teach 
ee no ſuch Doctrines, none, which may proye 
deſtructive to the State, or injurious to their 

« Neighbour.” But, if he will give others the 
Liberty himſelf takes of drawing Conſequences, 
they will probably conclude, that the Doctrine 
of the Lawfulneſs of Wars may prove, and hath | 
proved, * deſtructive to the State; and that 
the Do#rine of Tithes may prove, and hath pro- 
ved, © injurious to their Neighbour,” by une- 
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qually transferring the whole Profit of the Lolo 
of the induſtrious Huſbandman, into the Hands 
of thoſe who neither plow nor ſow. 
He tells us, pag. 9, that The 2zakers have 
« endeavoured to put the Property of the Clergy 
upon a different Footing, as to the Right there: 
e of, from their own; and from the reſt of the 
© Subjects of England In fo doing they have 
endeavoured to ſtate the Caſe aright; for the 
pretended Property of the Clergy to Tithes, is a 
Property ſcarce to be parallel d. A pretended Þ 
Property in the Perſonal Property of others, with- | 
out either Gf, Purchaſe, Compact, Contra#, or 
Conſent of the Owners. And yet the Examiner 
will not admit it to be a forced Contribution: But 
ifan Injunction under Penalties upon Men, oblig- ©: 
ing them to pay or ſet out to the Uſe of other 
Perſons a Part of their Property, be not a forced © 
Contribution, the Examiner, we ſuppoſe will find 
it difficult to define what z;s. It, as he ſays, 
„They (the Qualers) inſiſt that a forced Contri- | 
<< bution for the Maintenance of the Clergy is 
% contrary to the Law of God ;” 'tis becauſe | 
Chriſt hath ordained the Maintenance of his Mi- 
niſters to be free, not conſtrained ; and becauſe 
they think, that which is contrary to Chri/?'s Or- 
dinance, is alſo contrary to the Law of God: And 
they alſo think, that if a Tax be © given by Par- 
< liament” to pay for that which Chriſt ordained Po 
to be free, © it may at any time be taken away” 
by the ſame Authority, with far more Juſtice 99 
than it was at firſt impoſed. '# 
The Examiner is miſtaken, pag. 10, in calling 10 
Tithes * * a ſeparate and diſtinct r. from 
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MR. 
« that of the Prater,” and in faying, « The 
«' Clergy aſk not what is theirs, but only de- 


« mand what is their own,” For the whole 
Crop is the Property of the Qyaker, or Occupier 
of the Land, no Part of which, without his own 


Ae, can become another Man's; nor was any 


other Man ever the Proprietor of it. A Tenth 
Part of it, when diſtinguiſh'd by the Proprietors 
_ own Act of ſetting it forth, and of marking it as 
a Deodand, or Gift of his to God and Holy Church, 
the Parſon by Law may claim and take away; 


} but he may not legally take away any Part of 
1 the whole Crop not ſo ſeparated. The Quaker 


therefore, who ſets out no Tithe, in taking his 
whole Crop to himſelf, takes nothing but his 


* own: He * takes not from the Clergy” what is 


theirs, but only refuſes to give them what is His. 
The Examiner's Inſtancing © a Debtor's paying 
his Creditor, a Tenant his Landlord, the 


«© Buyer to him who ſells,” is foreign to the 


Purpoſe ; for certainly, tho' the © giving ſome- 


* thing out of or. own Sock” to others, as an 
Equivalent by Contract for what we have re- 


© ceived out of theirs, may be a juſt Debt; yet an 


Obligation of giving ſomething out of or own = 
6 Stock” to thoſe from whom we never received 


Impofition. 6 > en ee 
It is, ſays the Examiner, needleſs to enter in- 
©« to an Enquiry, how far the Miniſters of the 


2 © Goſpel have a Right to a Maintenance by the 


% Divine Law.” But could he from that Law 


prove their Right to Tithes, he would ſcarce 
wave ſuch an Enquiry: For the Foundation of 
1 2 the 


the Nala fers NN 18, | that they are firmly per- 
ſaaded, that by the Divine Law, the Miniſters 
of the Goſpel have no Right to any other Main- 
tenance than a free Supply of their Neceſſities 
from thoſe only who receive them as ſuch; and 
that they are forbidden by the divine Law to 
accept Maintenance from thoſe who do not ac- 
cept them and their Miniſtry. Tis indeed ex- 
preſly declared by the Apoſtle, that the Lord hath 
e ned, that theſe who preach the Goſpel, ſhould 
tive of the Goſpel, 1 Cor, ix. 14. Which Decla- | 
ration refers not to human Laws, but to Chriſt's | 
Ordinance: And what Chriſt hath ordained, ap- 
pears by his own Precepts. Mat. x, 1. Freely e 
have received, freely give. Verſe 10. The Workman ©} 
#s worthy of his Meat. Verſe 14. Whoſoever. ſhall 
not receive you, nor hear your Words; when 35 ; 
depart out of that Houſe or City, ſhake off the 
Duſt of your Feet. And Luke x. 7. The Labvurer 
is worthy of his Hire. Verſe 8. Eat ſuch Things 
as are fet before you, By which Precepts 'tis 
evident that Chriſt's Miniſters were to receive 
only a free Maintenance, and that from thoſe 
only who willingly. received and heard them 
All Compulſion of Pay is therefore inconſiſtent 
with the Nature of that Miniſtry, and of that 
Maintenance, which the Lord hath ordained. » 
But the Examiner, pag. 11, inſinuates, that is 
the Text * is only applicable to thoſe who © can 
e heal the Sick, cleanſe the Lepers, raiſe the 
* Dead, caſt out Devils,” for the Miniſters menti- 


oned in that Text were endyed with fuch Fe. 
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But this Obſervation makes againſt himſelf: : 
0 | Fo or if Miniſters, who had fo extenſive a Power 
of doing Good, were under an Obligation to give 
Freh certainly thoſe who have leſs Power of 
Fe doing Good, can have no Right to compel Main- 
tenance: Tho tis probable, the Examiner may 
be of Opinion, that Force is nt neceſſary for the 
Support of thoſe who have leaſt Merit. 
T He tells us, pag. 11, That this Mainte- 7 
Þ © nance, (viz. of Tithes) was firſt aſſign d to a 
*© Popiſh Clergy, is what can ſcarce deſerve an 
„ Anſwer,” and refers to a Plea in behalf of the 
3 QUAKERS by Joſeph Ollive, pag. 49, but filently 
2 paſſes over the Arguments advanced by that 
E Author, which he finds more eaſy to contemn 
than to confute; and therefore ſays, they * ſcarce 
cdeſerve what he can't give. He queries, 
Does Renouncing the Errors of that Religion 
2 © any ways affect the legal Right to an Eſtate?“ 
Not conſidering, that his pretended Title to 
2 Tithes has its Foundation in thoſe very Errors he 
talks of renouncing. The Errors and Superſti- 
tion of that Religion were the Source of their 
Ori ginal Donations : And the Continuance of the 
Claim of them to this Day ſhews, that the Er- 
rors of that Religion are not yet perfectly re- 
nounced. The Deriving of the Quaters 
Eſtates from Popith Anceſtors,” has no man- 
ner of Relation to the Religion of their An- 
cedſtors: But the Chim of Tithes, deriv'd from 
Popiſb Prieſts, has a direct Relation to fome of 
the groſſeſt Errors of that Religion, wiz. the 
Doctrines of Purgatory, and of the Sacerdotal 
Power of e the Sins both af the Living 
4 and 


(24) 


and the Dead: On the Belief of theſe Antichriſe 
tian Doctrines, many of the Donors of Tithes 
originally granted them. This appears by ſeveral 


Charters of thoſe Donations cited by Selden in 


his Hiſtory of Tithes : Æthelulf King of the Weſt 


Saxons gives them for the Cure of his Soul, and 


* the Poſterity of his Kingdom and People :*" 


Another Donor gives them for the Salvation 
* of his own Soul and of Ws Family Anda 


third confirms them © for the Ranſom of the Sins 
„ himſelf, of his Wife, and of his Heirs: +" A 


fourth ratifies a Grant of them © for the Love of 


„ God, and the Health of his own Soul, and the 
« Soul of his Wife, and of his Predeceſſors: * 


_ A fifth grants both great and ſmall Tithes 7 . ; 


« Maſs may be ſaid thrice a Week, for his Soul, 
& and the Soul of his Wife, and for the Souls of 


«© þjs Father, his Mother, and his Anceſtors :*” A 


Arb gives them © ſpecially for the Soul of Sznus 
9 of Eſſeſſa, and for the Salvation of RokERT, 


« his Lord, Son of the ſaid Senus, who gave him 
c ohe Land, and for the Salvation of Gonnor his 
. Wife; and for the Salpation of himſelf, and his 

« I Pies and EY Wikktax 1 the K. of Gereus, 


6c her 


1 


— — 


* Pro meæ remedio anime, & 1 regni poſterirate & 


populi. pag. 208. 
 ** Pro ſajute anime flank Br forum: pap. 313. 


+ Pro redemptione delictorum meorum & uxoris 


meæ & heredum meorum. ibid. 

J Pro amore Dei & ſalutz anime mee et uxoris 
et Anteceſſorum meorum. pag. 315. 

t Miſſa pro anima mea, et uxoris meæ, et pro 
animabus patris et matris meæ, et anteceſſorum me- 
Bram, ter in ynaquaque Septimana celebretur. p. 332. 
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« her Father ; and for the Soul of his den Father, 
| © and of his Mother, and of his Brother, and of 
te all his Friends and Anceſtors.*\” King Ste- 
phen made a Grant of Tithes © for the Soul f 
«* King Henry his Uncle, and for the Health of 
« his own Soul, and of. Queen Maup his Wife, 
« and of EUSTACHIUS his Son, and bis other 
« Children. .*. 
The Preamble of another Grant of the ſame 5 
| King — is as follows, at ll Foraſmuch as we 


"0 SHOW 


+4 4 * 
— „ — 


„ 


* Pracipus pro anima Seni de 72 a, et pro 
Salute Domini mei Roberti filii prædicti Sæni qui 
mihi hanc terram dedit, et pro ſalute Gonnor uxoris 
ſuz, et pro ſalute mea et uxoris meæ, & Willielmi 
filii Gerei patris ſui, et pro anima patris mei et ma- 
tris meæ, et fratris mei, & omnium e et 
Anteceſſorum meorum. pag. 336. : 
* Pro animà Regis Henrici Avunculi mei, et 

pro ſalute animæ meæ, et Matildis Reginæ Uxoris 
meæ, & Euſtachii filii mei, & aliorum Keen 
meorum. pag. 3 

|| Quoniam, divina miſericordil i. cog- 
novimus eſſe diſpoſitum, et longe lateque prædicante 
Eccleſia, ſonat omnium Auribus divulgatum, Quod 
Eleemoſynarum largitione poſſunt abſolvi vincula 
peccatorum, et adquiri cœleſtium præmia gaudio- 
rum: Ego Stephanus Dei gratia Anglorum Rex, 
partem habere volens cum illis, qui fœlici commercio 
cœleſtia pro terrenis commutant, Dei amore com- 
punctus, & pro Salute animæ meæ et patris mei, ma- 
triſque meæ, & omnium parentum meorum, & An- 
teceſſorum meorum Regum, Willieimi ſcilicet Regis 
Avi mei, et Millielmi Regis Avunculi mei, et Henrici 
Regis Avuaculi mei, et Rotberti Malet, et conſilio Bu- 
ronum meorum, concedo Deo et Eccleſiæ fan 
Peri,” Kc. Tes 346. DR. 


© 


( 26 ) 
7 know, that by the Providence of divine Mer- 
&« cy 'tis ordained ; and by the Preaching of the 
« Church far and near, tis proclaimed in the | 
* Ears of all Men, that by the giving of Alms, 
« the Bonds of Sins may be abſolved, and the 
. Rewards of Heavenly Joys obtained: I Se- 
ee phen by the Grace of God King of England, 
< defirqus. to partake with thoſe who by an hap- 
« py Commerce exchange heavenly Things for 
* earthly, ſmitten with the Love of God, and 
for the Salvation of my own Soul, and the | 
© Souls of my Father, and of my Mother, | 
© and of all my Progenitors, and of the Kings 
« mine Anceſtors, ro wit, Of King Villiam 
* my Grandfather, of King William my Un- 
e cle, and of King Henry my Uncle, and of 
e Rotbert Malet; with the Advice of my Ba- 
e rons, do grant to God and the Church of St. 
2M Peter, ” &c. Alſo King Henry the 3d. granted 
certain Tithes to the Monks of Baſingwere * for 
the Salvation of the Soul of his Father King 
"Fan. 

| 7 Should any „Man doubt the Truth of what the 
Examiner aA vig. that © the preſent Clergy 
e of the Church of England are reform'd from 
e the Errors and Superſtition of their Prede- 
4 ceſſors, he would need a better Argument to 
convince him, than their Infiſting on a Mainte-. 
nance founded on ſome of the groſſeſt of thoſe 
Errors, and the Darkeſt of that — they 3 


£ 


1 yooſeey: to have renounced, 


But 


5 Pro ſalute Anime Domini Fohannis Regis patris bh 
noſtri. Pag. 444+ Ip 


Tu) 


But the Examiner, pag. 12, thinks it Hot 


* he, it was the Conviction of their own Con- 


e ſciences.” Doubtleſs, ſay we; it was the 
avaricious Fraud and Guile of Popiſp Prieſts and 
Monks, which blinded their Conſciences; firſt 
by teaching them Antichriſtian Doctrines, for 
the Sake of unrighteous Gain to themſelves ; and 


then with Pretence of Devotion; ſanctifying 


the Fruits of their owh Deluſions, under the 
Name of Dues ts God, and Holy Church; as 
if the Gifts of deluded Ignorance and Superſti- 


tion had been as acceptable to God and his 


"Y 


his Minifters. 


It ſufficeth; ſays the Examiner, that they 
* had a Power to give, and the Law regards not 
* ſo much the Motives of the Giver, as the 
Night and Power he has of giving.” But has 
anſwer'd himſelf by producing a Citation from 


Anthony Pearſon, ſhewing, that the Gzvtr had 


ho ſach Right or Power of giving from the Poſ- 
terity of other Men what never was his own; 
| becauſe © the Tithe is not paid by Reaſon of the 


Land, but of the Increaſe,” and * the In- 


* from the Anceftor, but by the great Charge, 


hold by no ſuch Tenure. © The Aid of the 


* material to enquire into the Motives of thofe 
* who firſt” granted Tithes: © Doabtleſs; ſays 


Church, as to thoſe who mifcall'd themſelves 


* creaſe comes not by the Land; which defcends 


* Induftry, and Labour of the Huſbandman.” 
This he would gainſay, but knows flot how, 
and therefore talks of Socage Tenure, while he is 
urging the Payment of Tithes from thofe who 


1 Land,“ as he calls it, is purchaſed by the gy: 
= | = 23% -- 


rh 
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the Occuier pays, and is therefore as property his 


own, as his Seed and Labour. 
He urges, pag. 13, that, it would not be 


155 0 conſiſtent with the Juſtice of the Legiſlature 
A totake away what had been voluntarily given, 
% unleſs the Cauſe had ceaſed for which it was 
given.“ We have already ſhewn that Tithes 
| were rather fraudulently obtained than voluntarily 


5 given. The Cauſe of their Donations plainly ap- 


pears to have been, the procuring of Maſſes or 
Prayers to be ſaid bo. the Souls of Perſons de- | 
| ceaſed. The Cauſe of them, wiz. the ſaying 


ſuch Maſſes or Prayers is now ceaſed; whefore it 
will follow from the Examiner's own Premiſes, 


that the Cauſe being ceaſed for which Tithes 
were given, the taking them away might be very 


conſiſtent with the Juſtice of the Legi/lature. 
The Examiner eee that the Eſtabliſh- 
© ment of the Church cannot continue without 
a legal Proviſion for its Miniſters.” How ne- 
ceſſary ſoever a legal Proviſion may be for the * 
gal Miniſters of a Church legally eſtabliſhed ; 
neither that Proviſion, nor that Eſtabliſhment, are 
any peculiar Marks of the Church of Chriſt, 


which certainly had its original Eſtabliſhment on | 


another Foundation. 1 Cor. iii. 10, 11, 12. Epheſ. 
ii. 20. © A legal Proviſion for Miniſters” being 


no where enjoyned by any Precept of the Goſpel, | 


ſeems to have its Riſe from human Policy ; for, 
by virtue of ſuch a Proviſion, the Generality of 
| thoſe whom the People weakly accept as their 
Guides in Religion, become ſubſervient to the Pur- 
poſe of them, in whoſe Power the Diſpoſal of that 
legal Proviſion is: A Means, by which Men 
oe may 


(29) 


may be converted to any Religion except that of 


pure and primitive Chriſtianity, which was whol- 


ly unacquainted with ſuch Motives, and which 
made a wonderful and ſurprizing Progreſs in the 


World, while its Miniſters had no other legal 
Proviſion than that of Bonds, Impriſonments, and 
Death. Wherefore a legal Proviſion for its Mi- 


to the Eſtabliſhment of ſuch a Form of Religion 


as the civil Magiſtrate ſhall think fit to appoint : 
| The © Chriſtianity of which Form will be as in- 


diſputable as the Infallibility of his Judgment. 


may think, that even in Point of that Security, 


they are fully perſuaded, that a Reſtri&10n of the 


© or weaken the other,” 


niſters is not abſolutely neceſſary to ſupport the 
Church of Chriſt ; however conducive it may be 


The 9xakers are known to be firm Friends 
ce to the Conſtitution,” and defire not © to pro- 
e cure any Alteration in the preſent Efſtabliſh- 
«© ment,” wherefore they contemn the Examiner's 
uncharitable Innuendos in that Reſpect. The mu- 
| tual Security of the Church and State in each 
| other they envy not; tho perhaps ſome of them 


the Church is rather on the ſurer Side. However, 


| Clergy from unneceſſary Severities, can never have 
any Tendency either to * undermine the One, 


| © Tithe, (fays the Examiner pag. 14,) is an 
Eſtate in it ſelf, ſeparate and diſtinct from the 
* Land,” which is equally true of the whole 
Produce, as of the Tenth, or any other Part of 
it. And the Inſtances he produces pag. 15, to 
prove the Tithes a /eparate Eftate, do equally 
| rove the whole Crop to be ſo; vix. the perſonal. 
ate of the Occupier of the Land. And where, 
N 1 by 


(39) 


by the Land-Owner s occupying his own Land, 
there is an Unity of Poſſeſſion, tho' the Land be 


an Eflate of Inheritance, yet the Crop is not ſo, 


but merely perſonal : For which Reaſon the Ow 


ner cannot grant an Eſtate of Inberitance of that 


wherein himſelf has only a perſonal Property: 
For, as the Examiner well obſerves, No Per- 


** ſon can grant to another a greater Right than 


te himſelf has.” Wherefore that Part of the 
Examiner's Deſcription of Tithes, which ſays, 
that it “ is by Law an Taheritance collateral 
t to the Eſtate "ot the Land,” is not good: He 
ſeems to have borrow'd it from Bohun's Law of 
TiTHES, pag. 4, who fays, that, In ſome 
* of our Law Books, T:thes are briefly defined 
*.to be an Eccleſiaſtical Inheritance, or Pro- 

<< perty in the Church, collateral to the Eſtate 
* of the Lands thereof. This, the Examiner 
might have obſerv'd, is plainly reſtricted to 
Church-Lands. He might alſo have diſtinguiſht 
between the Definitions in ſome Law-Books and 
the Law it ſelf, Beſides, the ſame Author in the 
next Words fays, that Tithe is in © other Law- 
Books * more fully” defined to be © a certain 


8 Part of the Fruit or lawful Increaſe of the 


* Earth, Beaſts, or Mens Labours, which in 


* moſt Places, and of moſt Things, is the 
58. Tenth Part, which by the Law hath been 
given to the Miniſters of the Goſpel in Recom- | 
++ pence of their attending their Office,” This 


Definition ſhews the Tithe to be a Part. of the 
_ perſonal Property or Ejtate of the Occupier of 
the Land; and as ſuch tis eſteemed in the Eye 


ef the Law, which permits no Man to ſever o } 
i 
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ſet it out but the n of the Whole: Nor 
is it properly call'd Tithe, till fo ſeparated and ſet 
out by the Proprietor's own Act: By which Act 
he transfers his Property therein to another Per- 
ſon, who being ſo become the Proprietor of it, 
may then lawfully take away what before he 
might not. This the Examiner himſelf is fo ſen- 
ſible of, that he acknowledges pag. 17, that 
te the Proprietor of the Tithe has indeed no diſ- 
ce tinct Property in it, until it is ſet out:“ And 
yet but a few Lines after, flatly contradicts him- 
ſelf, when ſpeaking of the Tithe not ſet out, he 
ſays, © the Property thereof is diſtinct, and the 
Fe. Eſtate therein ſeparate from the Duaker's 
tc own;” unleſs he intends it of his Eſtate as 
 Land-Owner, not as Occupier. But, fays the 
Examiner, Altho it be carried away by him 
* without being ſet out, yet an Action lies againſt 
* him for with-bolding, withdrawing, ſubftratting 
« his Tithe.” By which Words, no more ſeems 
intended, than that he did not ſet them out as 
the Law e but refuſed to transfer his Pro- 
per to another, tho' by Law enjoined ſo to do, 
f 


the Examiner can ſee no more Juſtice in 


carrying away” a Man's own Corn © from his 


„ own Ground,” than in © taking away the 
« Corn from off his Neighbours Ground;” all 
we have to infer from thence is, that his Notions 


1 of FJuſtice, and of Property, are equally erroneous. 


The whole Crop then being conſidered, as it 


is, the Occupier's own Property, the Weakneſs of 


the Examiner's Query, pag. 15, How then 
does the Duaker ſupport his Right to the 
WM & Tithe?” plainly appears; ho the ſame Right 

= . Which 5 


e 

which he hath in the whole of his Crop, he hath 
in every Part of it. A perſonal Right to the 
Fruits of his own Labour, the Produce of the 


Land he rents, ploughs and ſows, at his own ſole 


Expence. Nor can he diſtinguiſh any Part of his 
Crop, which was not produced by the fame 
Means as every other Part of it; and therefore his 
Conſcience is ſupported by the divine Right of 
Reaſon and Equity, in taking to himſelf that 
which is his own, and never was any other 
Man's. He neither claims it by Deſcent from 
his Anceſtors;” nor © by Deviſe or Gift, 
nor © by Purchaſe of the Land; but he claims 
it as his own, by the Purchaſe of his own Ex- 
pence and Labour, to the Fruits of which he 
hath a Right by natural Juſtice, and the Laws 
both of God and Man. As to Tithe, he has 
nothing to do with it: He neither fakes, nor pays 
any: He ſeparates no Part of his Crop for that 
Uſe; without which Act of Separation, Tithe is 
, pe, why on 
The Law indeed directs ſuch a Separation. of 
a tenth Part, as due to God and holy Church. This 
 Tnjun&tion of paying Tithes as an Act of religi- 
_ ous Worſhip, the Duaker obſerves not, being fully 
perſuaded in his Conſcience, that the Payment of 
them is prohibited by the Goſpel of Chriſt : He | 
looks upon them as a TFew!/h Rite abrogated by R 
the Goſpel; and thinks that Human Laws can- | 
not incorporate into the Chriſtian Religion any | 
Rite fo abrogated. . Wherefore this, and other 
Examiners of the Brief Account, appear to him 
to have deſigned an Impoſition on their Readers, 
by miſrepreſenting his Scrat le of Conſcience as 
ae, . celpecting 
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reſpecting « Matter of meer civil Ri ght,“ while 
that Scruple has an immediate Ran to Mat- 
ters of Religious Worſhip, and which nearly 
affect his Obedience to the Chriſtian Religion. 
The Examiner ſeems to admit, pag. 16, that 
« the Law of Tithes was Fewwiſh, ” but is mi- 
ſtaken in ſaying ** there is no Type, no Myſte- 
ry in them,” for the Tithes are expreſly called 
an Heave-Offering, Numb. xviii. 24. and conſe- 
quently were a Type, as all the Heave-Offerings 
were, of Chriſt crucified ; for as thoſe Offerings 
were heaved or liſted up to the Lord, fo Chriſt 
was heaved or lifted up, in offering himſelf a 
Sacrifice for Sin upon the Croſs. So that the Ex- 
aminer's ſaying, that © the wiſeſt Nations bor- 
© row'd their Laws from others,” proves nothing 
in relation to Tithes, nor to the bringing thoſe | 
Types appertaining to the Jewiſh Rel gin into the 
Chriſtian Church. 
The Examiner's Tale, pag. 18, Gora Mar- 
thew Paris, of People whos: their Pariſh 
« Prieſts were married, thinking themſelves pro- 

| © hibited to pay them Tithes; and not know- 
ing how elſe to be diſcharged, rather choſe to 
e burn them than keep them to their own Uſe,” 
is an Inſtance which might excite Compaſſion in 
any reaſonable Man, not a Prieſt, toward his Fel- 
low-Creatures, under the Power of ſuch groſs 
Darkneſs and Deluſion; ; and might raiſe a juſt 
W Deteſtation of the wicked Craft of thoſe Romſh 
8 Prizfts, who had inſtilled into them ſuch laviſh 
and ſuperſtitious Notions of Property. We queſ- 
tion not, but that the Examiner is capable of 
Y giving better Proof of his own s papal Au- 
1 thority 
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 thority, than his Revival and ſeeming Approbati- 
on of ſuch Notions, IE 08 . 


He queries, pag. 18. 40 If they (the Quakers) 


cannot be convinced that the Clergy have a 
« Divine Right to a Maintenance, will it fol- 
* low from thence that they have none?” To 


this we anſwer, that Chriſt's Miniſtess have a di 


vine Right to ſuch Maintenance as he hath or 
dained them, vis. A Supply of their Neceſſities 
by the free Bounty and Benevolence of thoſe who 
receive them: To ſuch a Maintenance all Chriſt's 
Miniſters have a divine Right by Virtue of his 
Ordinance : Thoſe who have not that Right are 
not his Miniſters. A divine Call to his Service, 
and a divine Right to the Maintenance he has or- 
dained, are inſeparable : Thoſe who have the for- 
mer, are always content with the latter. Intru- 
ders into His Service may be known by their Dif- 
.fidence of His Pay, and their unſcriptural Talk 
of © Common-Law,” © Preſcription,” © Immes« 
„ morial Uſage,” © Conveying of Property by 
© Deſcent or Succeſſion; all which have no 


manner of Relation to Chriſt's Miniſters as ſuch, 


nor to any Thing by him ordained reſpecting 
their Maintenance. „ 


He tells us, pag. 19, that the Clergy found 


their Claim to Tithes, as they are now due, 
upon the Laws of the Land, cannot be call'd 


« dropping their Pretence of a divine Right.” And 


yet certainly their laying a New Foundation for 
their Claim, is an Indication that they think the 
old One inſufficient to ſupport it: Accordingly, 
the Examiner himſelf calls their Pretence of a di- 
vine Right, © a dead Letter to thoſe who oppoſe 


17 


e it: 


C857 3 
* it:” This may be true of a mere empiy Pre- 
tence to divine Right where it is not; but where 
divine Right really is, divine Power is ſufficient to 
ſupport it © without the Aid of Human Laws.” 
Could the Clergy ſhew their Claim to Tithes to be 
Chriſtian, they would need no Recourſe “ to the 
Courts of Juſtice” to recover them from us, who 
ground our conſcientious Scruple of Paying them 
upon our Belief of their being Antichriſtian: The 
Examiner attempts not to remove our Scruple 
either by Scripture or Reaſon + But without min- 
cing the Matter recurs to downright Force; and 
ſays, © No Action can be founded in a Court of 
i© Juſtice upon a Text of Scripture only.” This 
was not the Apoſtolical Method of convincing 
= Garn/ayers. VVV . 
His faying that * the Laws of the Land ate 
= © the only Rule, by which Property is go- 
= © verned,” affects not us, nor our Scruple, founded 
on the Dodirine of Cbriſtianity: He has not yet 
told us, that © the Laws of the Land are the 
te only Rule” by which that Doctrine is to be 
# meaſured. In this Caſe of Tithes, where the 
Laus of the Land and the Doctrine of Chriſt ap- 
& pear to us to diſagree, we apprehend, that no 
= Conftrudtion of the Sages of the Law can diſſolve 
Z our Obligation of Obedience to Chriſt's Pre- 
= But the Examirier ſoars yet a Pitch higher, 
when, pag. 26, in Favour of the Clergies con- 
ceited Property in Tithes, he ſtrikes at the very 
Foundation of Proteſtantiſm; by attempting to re- 
pireſent the © Liberty of every individual Perſon” 
do judge for himſelf of the Truth and Proprie- 
_ Frm „ e 
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'* ty of the Interpretation of Scripture,” as dan- 


gerous to Property in general: A bold Attempt, 
and unwarrantable, had it not been in a Defence 
of the Clergies Inter eff, The Examiner, howe- 
ver frequently miſtaken, has in this Point hit up- 
on a notable Expedient: For, it muſt be acknov -- 
ledged, that the moſt effectual Method of ſecur- | 
ing the Claim, even of a Proteſtant Clergy, to 
Tithes, would be the reſtoring to them the Pow- 
ers, they formerly diſclaimed, of keeping the 
Keys of Scripture in their own Poſſeſſion, and 
making their Senſe of it the general Standard for '£ 

all the reſt of Mankind to judge by. 125 
The Clergies Right to Tithe (ſays the . 
miner, pag. 20.) is as ancient, as the Monarchy, 


« and coeval with our Conſtitution. It had its 


; «© Commencement from the Voluntary Gift of 
„ the Owners of the Lands, confirmed by ſeve- 


ce ral Kings in the General Councils of the 


Realm: Which Laws were collected together 
by Edward the Confeſſor before the Con- 

ee queſt.” But had he conſidered the Dates of 
many of the Charters of Donations of Tithes 


granted by Land Owners, (recited by Selden in 


his Hiſtory of Tithes) he would have found that 
they were made long ſince the Conqueſt : Conſe- 
quently a Right, which © had its Commence- 
ment from any of thoſe Donations, could not 
e be as ancient as the Monarchy,” nor coeval i 
with our Conſtitution,” nor comprehended in 
St. Edward's Laws.” He cites, pag. 2 1, the 
£c Coronation Oath” as © alter'd upon the Revolu- 


« tion,” containing a Promiſe to © preſerve unto 


<« the Biſhops and Clergy of this Realm, and to 
e the 
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(37) 


ce the Churches committed to their Charge, all 


ſuch Rights and Privileges as by Law do and 


„ ſhall appertain to them or any of them.“ But 
what he can from thence infer to his Purpoſe, 
we ſee not, unleſs he will abſurdly conclude, 


That the Laws relating to thoſe Rights and Pri- 
vileges are thereby become wnalterable, Nor 
ought that Oath to be conſtrued in a Senſe ex- 
tending to oblige the Kings or Queens of this 
Realm to any Degree of Perſecution or unchriſ- 
tian Severity: Tis obſerved, that when King 
William III. took the Coronation Oath of Scot- 
land, at the Repeating a Clauſe therein, relating 
to Hereticks, he declared, that“ he did not 
* mean by thoſe Words, that he was under any 


Obligation to become a Perſecutor .! Nor 
is it reaſonable to ſuppoſe that the Exerciſe of un- 


neceſſary Severities can properly be called a . 
or Privilege of the Clergy. 


I may here (ſays the Examiner, pag. 21, 28:)--:: 
take Notice of © the Date of their firſt Letter 


of Exhortation from the general Aſſembly (at 


* leaſt that we meet with) againſt nei of 


„ Tithes, which is very remarkable, and to 


« which the others refer. -- "The Yearly-Meeting 
e of Duakers in 1687, which had agreed upon, 
c and preſented a flattering Addreſs to the late 


King James, complimenting him upon that 


e which had cauſed a Terror to the Nation in 
„ General, his exerciſing a diſpenſing Power 
"2 | E " 4 5 1 with 


* 8 * the rt and 707 Colleftion i Papers Vol l.) ) 
relating to the preſent Fundture of Affairs between Eng- 
land and Scotland : Printed by Richard Janeway, 
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FF « with the Laws of Land; thought it a proper 


6 Time for them likewiſe to exerciſe that Power 


CL they had flattered in their Prince. Tis then 
4 the Brethren are exhorted and admoniſhed to 
bear their Teſtimony againſt the Antichriſtian 
* Payments (as they ſtile them) of Tithes. Had he 
ſeen the Letter he mentions, he could not reaſon- 
ably have thought, that the Exhortation therein 
bad any peculiar Relation to that Time: The 


Words of it are, And, dear Friends, we do far- 


* ther in the Love of God. and his bleſſed Truth, 
<« and Teſtimony of Chriſt Jeſus, recommend it 


* to your tender and Chriſtian Care, that Friends 
*« 1n their ſeveral Counties do ſincerely keep to 
te their Ancient and Chriſtian Teſtimony againſt 


s that old and great Oppreſſion of TI THESs, for 
* which many faithful Friends have deeply ſuf⸗ 


pe, (ome to Death in Goals) and ſeveral ſtill : 


« ſuffer.” This Exhortation expreſly refers to 


their ancient Teſtimony ; and conſequently was 


nothing then new or unuſual. Their Addreſs to 
| King James was not flattering, but a nos 
Acknowledgment of his Favour, by which 
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the Addreſs itſelf ſets forth) “above Twelve % 
Hundred Priſoners were releaſed from their x 


ec ſevere. Impriſonments, and many others from 


© Spolland Ruin in their Eſtates and Properties.” 


For the King's © commiſerating their afflicted 


* Condition,” his © expreſſing an Averſion to 
« all Force upon Conſcience, and granting all his 
* Diffeniing Subjects an ample Liberty to wor- 
& ſhip God in the Way they are perſuaded is 

moſt agreeable to his Will they expreſs their 
humble, Chriſtian, and thankful Acknowledg- | 
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te ments.“ Aa what could they do leſs? Could 
any leſs than this be expected from Perſons under 
their Circumſtances ? They had for above twen- 
ty Years undergone a Variety of Sufferings, by 
exceſſrve Fines exorbitantly levied, tedious Impri- 
ſonments, and Baniſhments on Pain of Death, for 
worſhipping God according to their Conſciences, 
under a Government, which, tho' called Prote⸗ 
tant, had put in Practice the worſt of Popery, viz. 
Perſecution for the Sake of en and Reli- 


gion. Woch under the like * Circumſtances 


would 


— — 


1 In Fa Year. 76 80 was at arid. and rente 10 
King Charles II. and the Lords and Commons in Par- 


3 liament aſſembled, The Caſe of the People called Qua- 


kers, ſtated in Relation to their late and preſent Sutter- 
ings. At the End of which is a General Abridgment N 


„/ their Sufferings from 1660 to 1680, VIZ. 


I. There have died of our Friends in Pri. 4 
ſon, and Priſoners, for the Exerciſe 7. 
their Faith and Conſcience iu = ] 
ters Spiritual ,, ſome of whom have Y 243 
been beaten and bruiſed, being knock'd 
down at their peaceable Meetings, : 
and died 75 their Wounds. 5 


II. And there remain now in Priſon in 
the ſeveral Goals in England and 
Wales, who ſuffer alſo for the J. 2 
mony of a good Conſcience; many | 
of woich are proſecuted by Writs of f 276 
Excommunicato capiendo, and 
hade been diverſe of them cloſely con- 
Vnid upon that Account for ſeveral 
Tears. . | 


III. 4 


would not have accepted a preſent Deliverance 4 


| (40) 


from ſuch a State of Affliction as a Favour, re- 


quiring a grateful Acknowledgment ? It was juſt- 4 
ly obſerved by the Perſon who preſented their 


Addreſs, that © As their Sufferings would have 3 


* moved Stones to Compaſſion, ſo they ſhould be | 
Harder, if they were not moved to Gratitude.” |? 


They expreſſed a juſt Senſe of the preſent Fa- 


vours they had received from that King, but they j 
were ſo far from “ complimenting him upon 
his Exerciſing a diſpenſing Power with the 


* Laws of the Land, br nt. in the very ſame Ad- 
dreſs, 


2 


8 


III. "hd there have 252 Lap en. 

15 ment for meeting and refuſing for F 
_ Conſcience ſake to ſwear ;, ſome | 

ef whom have had the Sentence RO 

of a Premunire paſt upon them ; e 9437 'Y 

and diverſe of them had their E 55 
| Goods and Cbattels diſtrain d, 
and taken rom them. * 
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* And there have been ſentenced FI 


Baniſhment for meeting together 
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During > all that Time of terrible Perſecution, the the E 
Clergy of the Church of England were in perſect Tran- 
quillity, and at Eaſe » Nor do we find, that they in Con- 
vocation did ever remonſtrate to the Government toe leaf I 
Diſatis/aZion With b Proceedings. 


a (4. 


Janes, they ſay, we hope the good Effects 
1 * thereof, (viz, Liberty of Conſcience) for the 
„Peace, Trade, and Proſperity of the Kingdom, 
will produce ſach a Concurrence from the Pare 
7 < liament as may ſecure it to our Poſterity in 

« After-Times. They were ſo far from . 
ing a diſpenſing Power, that they expreſſed no 
Hope of Security but in a Legal One. We have 
placed the Addreſs it ſelf in the Margin, which 
the Reader will find fo far from being a flatter- 

| ing Addreſs, that 'tis really worthy of Imitation 
for the Chriſtian anos comer and Innocence of its 
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4 * "To | King Js AMES s 1]. over 
| 1 : Engl and, KC, 
I The bumble and gratefi dl Acknowledgments of ks | 


 peaceable Subjects, called 8 AKERS, in 
This Kingdom. TD NN 


ld. —— 
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1 ron their uſual Yearly-Mecting in London, the 
= Nineteenth Day of the T hird Month, vulgar 
called May, 1687. 


F< - E cannot but bleſs and praiſe the Name of-- 

V Almighty God, who hath the Hearts of 
* Princes in his Hand, that he hath inclined the 
King to hear the Cries of his Suffering Subjects 


for Conſcience-Sake ; z and we rejoice, that inſtead 
3 of troubling him with Complaints of our Suffer- 
<< ings, he hath given us ſo eminent Occaſion to 
18 preſent him with our Thanks. And ſince it hath 
=" pleaſe] the King, out of his great Compaſſon, 

thus to commiſerate our afflicted Condition, which 


« hath 


(42) 
The Examiner, pag, 22, farther ſays, They 
have ſtill continued to preſs it (vig. their Teſ- 
« timony againſt Tithes) upon the Conſciences 
* of their Followers, contrary to the very Terms 
ce of the Toleration.” But let him conſider, that 
the Duakers preſs that Teſtimony upon the Con- 
ſciences of None, but who already profeſs them- 
£ „„ , ny 


A 


A 


a. ett 


* hath ſo particularly appeared by his gracious Pro- 
„ clamation and Warrants laſt Year, (whereby above 
* Twelve Hundred Priſoners were releaſed from their 

<« ſevere Impriſonments, and many others from Spoil 
« and Ruin in their Eſtates and Properties) and his 
« Princely Speech in Council, and Chriſtian Decla- |? 
ration for Liberty of Conſcience, in which he doth | 
« not only expreſs his Averſion to all Force upon 
«© Conſcience, and grant all his diſſenting Subjects an 
„ ample Liberty to worſhip God in the Way they 
e are perſuaded is moſt agreeable to his Will, but 
e gives them his Kingly Word, the fame ſhall conti- 
nue during his Reign; we do (as our Friends of 
this City have already done) render the King our 

« humble, Chriſtian, and thankful Ack nowledg- 

* ments, not only in Behalf of ourſelves, but with 


« Reſpect to our Friends throughout England and 


—_ Wales; and pray God with all our Hearts, to 
= « bleſs and preſerve Thee, O King, and thoſe under 
1 «© Theein ſo good a York: And as we can aſſure the 
. « King it is well accepted in the Counties from 


„ whence we came, ſo we hope the good Effects 
<< thereof, for the Peace, Trade, and Proſperity of 
the Kingdom, will produce ſuch a Concurrence 
from the Parliament, as may ſecure it to our Poſ- 


I « terity in after Times: And while we live, it ſhai! 
| be our Endeavour (thro' God's Grace) to demcan . 
_ «« ourſelves, as in Conſcience to God, and Duty ro 
6 « the King, we are obliged, his peaceable, loving, 


and faithful Subjects. 


6439 

7 felves cbheinced in Conſcience thit Tjihes ate 
| Antichriſtian; and that tis every Man's Duty to 
act according to the Convictions of his Conſcience, 
24 eſpecially; when he believes thoſe Convictions 
grounded on the Goſpel of Chriſt; Wherein the 
27 2yakers preſſing ſuch an Obedience is contrary to 
the Terms of the Act of Toleration; made for 
the Eaſe of ſcrupulous Conſciences, they cannot 
perceive. If invidious Adverſaries will conſtruct 
their Chriftian Teſtimony againſt what they believe 

8 Antichriſtian, into * a fixt Reſolution not to give 
7 *© way t the Law,” they thereby infinuate an 
4 Opn between the Law and Chrifhamiy; 

23 which the 2zaters could with never were. Their 

Exhortations in this Caſe are to excite Obedience to 
the Gęſpe!; the Meaſure of which Obedience they 

take not from human Laus: They conſider the 
Abrogation of Tithes as a Doctrine of Chriſtiani- 
, and are of Opinion, that neither its Agreea- 
bleneſi; nor its Oppoſition, to the Law of the 
Land, can make it either more or leſs fo, 

An Anſwer to the Performance of a late Wri- 
ter, whom he calls accurate and judicious,” 
has been attempted, whether “ vainly” or not, 
is determinable by the Judgment of thoſe, who 
"2 impartially read both Sides; not by the Vanity of 
Fa Perſon who publiſhes to the Werld the Sei- 
2 Concert of his own Wiſdom, by proclaiming, what 
9 . ,, 
Ihe Quakers © Application to Parliament was, 
for retraining their Proſecutors from ruinous and 

deſtructi ve Proceedings. Their Petition went 
no farther.” It was not, as the Examiner 
abuſively ſays of it, “ to obtain an eaſier Rd | 
E | þ Ss F | « O 


— 


3 
te of being compelled to pay,” but that they 
. might not be expoſed to Ruin, for conſcientiouſly 
refuſing to pay. This was their e and fingle 

View 1n that Application. They readily acknow- 
ledge what the Examiner, pag. 23, ſays of them, 
iS. that They declare them (T:thes) to be a 

« Fewſh Burden, and think it no Objection, 

<« that they have ultzmate Views, viz. diſtant 

«© Hopes of laying them down at their Journeys 
End,“ but they deny what he from thence | 
unjuſtly atempts to infer, pag, 24, viz. © that |? 
their Application tended” any farther than 
only to their obtaining a preſent Relief,” and 

that their Hopes could only be, that by an | 
« Alteration of the Law in their Favour, they | 

« might avoid paying.” For they did then, and 
ſtill do think, that the eafieſt Method the Law has 
granted to the Clergy for recovering their Claims, 

is really the moſt effectual for that purpoſe. They 

did not therefore ſeek to confine the Clergy to 

< an ineffectual Remedy,” but to the moſt . 
fectual one for recovering their Claim, and only 

ineſfectual for the purpoſe of ruining their Neigh- Þ 
bours. What the 2yaters aſſerted in their Firſt F 
Vindication of the Brief Account, in anſwer to Þ 
the Clergy of the Drzoceſe of Lonpon, pag. 128, 
is certainly true, © that they had not the leaft 
View of an entire Exemption from the Payment 
of Tithes in their late Sollicitation.” Never- 
;theleſs, they do not think, that even fuch an 
. entire Exemption would be either unreaſonable or Þ 
. wnchriſtian.. For they confider Tithes as a Relick Þ 
: of that groſs Ignorance and Superſtition, under 
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Which the uſurped Authority and * Antichriſtian 


Craft of the Popes and their Adherents had en- 


thrall'd the Nation : They conſider them as given 


to ſuch ſuperſtitious Uſes and Services of the 


Romiſh Church, as are juſtly rejected by all true 
Proteſtants. And, they apprehend, that if our 


Proteſtant Reformers, when they renounced thoſe 
ſuperſtitious Services, had alſo renounced the Pay 
annexed to the Performance of them, their Re- 


formation had been more compleat. The ulti- 
mate Views of the Quakers in refuſing to pay 
Tithes, are to keep their Conſciences void of Of- 


fence toward God, and to promote, what in 


them lies, a more perfect State of Reformation: 


It is however very apparent, that the Clergy are 


ſo ſenſible of the Precariouſneſs of their Right, 


if once the People ſhould be brought to ſee thro 
the Miſt which Art firſt raiſed, uſurped Power 


increaſed, and the intimidating Cries of the 


Church, the Clergy, the Rights of the Clergy, and 


other ſuch like ſcaring Epithets, have ſerved 


to continue ; that the leaſt At to diſpute it 


meets with no leſs Oppoſition, than if what they 


dread to be the ultimate Views of the Quakers 


was really at hand, the total Abolition of Tithes. 
But their late Application to the Legiſlature, had 


it ſucceeded, would neither have exempted them 
from paying, nor have left the Clergy without an 


effectual Remedy for recovering them. 


8 * Wherefore 


* - hee FI” r the Pope, faith acbb Cranmer, I re- 


fuſe him, as Chriſt's Enemy and Antichriſt, with all his 
falſe Doctrine. Fox's Acts and Monuments, Id. 3. 


Pag. 670, EAR: 1641. 
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(45) 
be Wherefore otherwiſe, (lays the Examiner, 
** pag. 24.) are they deſirous of declining the 
Courts of Judicature, where the Magiſtrate has 
*© full Power to execute Juſtice and to maintain 
* Truth?” What the Quakers complain'd of 
was, Proſecutions carried on in thoſe Courts for 
Claims more eaſily recoverable: And that fuch 
Proſecutions, tho' unnegeſſary, had been attended 
with ſuch heavy Coſts and rigorous Executions, | 
that about Eight Hundred Pounds had been taken 
from Ten of them, where the Original Demand 
did not amount to Fifteen Pounds. = 


Whether Fuſtice and Truth could influence the 
Proſecutors in the Choice of ſuch Severities, let 
Men of Reaſon judge: The Proſecutors for 
| Church Claims being indulged with a ſummary | 
Method for recovering them, a Privilege not 
common to the reſt of the Subjects, ſeem to 
us inexcuſable in their Choice of ſuch rigorous 
Methods, as nothing. but Necgſity can induce | 
_ other Men to uſe. The Quakers do not © ſet Þ 
< themſelves in Oppoſition to the Law, nor ſet | 
it at Defiance in Matters of Right and Pro- 
© perty.” But in Matters of Religion, ſuch as 
they eſteem this Point of Jithes to be, they ſay as þ 
the Examiner pag. 25, juſtly cites them, that 
they chriſtianly ſubmit to the Penalties of the 
* Law, that they may keep their Conſciences 
** conformable to the Precepts of the Goſpel,” 
and therefore, © they may not avoid the Inconve- 
e niencjes by an bypogriticel Compliance.” Þ} 
The Examiner tells us, that © it is a Maxim 
** poth in the Law and Reaſon, (tho' we think 
* he will find it in neither) that he who ſuffers 
5 „ thro I 


TTY 


# thro' his own Fault cannot be Injured ; * put 
this appears to us to be only a Maxim with 
Perſecutors, invented to juſtify the Rigour of 
exerciſing the utmoſt Severities in their Power, 
even for the moſt trivial Offences: Not conſi- 
dering, that in the Execution of Penal Laws 


againſt religious Scruples, tis a certain Maxim, 
that, ſummum Fus oft 


and conſequently, that the Clergies Claim to 


Tithes as an Inheritance for their Maintenance be- 
ing but a meer Pretence, the Duakers Scruple a- 
7 80 paying them, may be juſt and well ground- 


e Refuſal muſt neceſſarily imply the Demand to 


be unjuſt.“ Such a Demand we have already 
proved that of Tithes to be, (pag. 29,foregoing) by 

ttc that the whole Crop and every Part f t 
is the 3 Property of the Occupier of the 


Land: Seeing then that the Demand of Tithes is 
unjuſt, our Refuſal to pay them may be a conſci- 


entious Refuſal. Whether there be any Perſons in 
England, who would force. their Neighbours 


to ſhare their Eftates with them,” and who 


they 


fumma injura, there can 
be no greater Ijury than the utmoſt Extent of 
"Lin. 
His next Suggeſtion i is, that our Scruples are 
e meerly a Pretence, but how does he attempt 
to prove it? Firſt by telling us, that the Goſ- 
e pel gives no Rule for Inheritances:“ If that be 
true, and if it be alſo true, which we think un- 
deniable, that be Goſpel doth ive a Rule for 
Miniſters Maintenance, it neceſſarily will follow, 
that Minifters Maintenance is not an Inheritance ; 
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His next Remark is, that 189 conſcientious | 
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they are, we willingly ſubmit to the Judgment of 
all, except Clergy Men, and Tithe-farmers, with- | 
out drawing any od:ous Compariſons. If there be 
any here who practiſe and plead for ſuch a wild 
Notion, there is this conſiderable Difference be- 
tween the Anabaptiſts of Munſter and them, that 
the Former exerciſed a Force againſt Law, but 
the Latter a Force by Law. The Former un- 
doubtedly proceeded upon a Principle of Pride 
and Covetouſneſs ; but ſhould thoſe Vices be object- 
ed to the Latter, they have the Law to produce | 
in thei Diſcharge. The Former attempted an 

' Tllegal Invalion of other Mens Properties, which is 
certainly wicked and unjuſt : The Latter practiſe 
a legal Invaſion of them, which will appear to be 
always righteous and equal, when the Examiner 
| ſhall have clearly prov'd that human Laws never 
were nor are otherwiſe. What therefore 70% pb 
 Ollive, whom he brofenly cites, pag. 27, 28, 
* means by à legal Invaſion of another Mans Pro- 4 
berty, will not be fo © difficult to explain” as 


be imagines: 'Tis the Proſecution by Law of an | 


unrighteous Claim : Such as we have before ſhewn 
( pag. 23, ) the Claim of Tithes in this Nation 
originally was: The Law alters not the Nature of 
Things, nor can it, by favouring an unrighteous 
Claim, make that Claim become righteous. The 
Quakers Oppoſition to ſach a Claim hath its Foun- 
dation in Scripture, Conſcience and Equity: The 
Examiner's Aſſertion (pag. 29,) that © there are 
<< proper Judges! in the Laws of the Land to di- 
cc rect Conſcience, we preſume, the Cle; "Ty them- 
ſelves will not abide by, any farther than they 

find thoſe Direction agreeable t to their Intereſt, 
15 
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He is for 6 reſtraiiling the Judgment of Conſci- 
« ence to Matters of a Spiritual Nature :” But 
even that Reſtraint, the Juſtice of which he has 
not demonſtrated, will not affect us in this Caſe 


of Miniſters Maintenance, unleſs he can ſhew, 
that our Obedience to an Ordinance of Chriſt is 
not of a Spiritual Nature. His Query, pag. 28, 
May the Pater with a good Conſcience keep 
« the Tithes to his own Uſe, and ſuffer the Cler- 


* BY to be taxed for them ?” has no Propriety in 


- ſince tis certain that the Rueakers had no hand = 


in «i Impoſition of thatTax. 
I have endeavoured, (ſays the Examiner 


ce pag. 29) to convince them of this Miſtake, 
ce tho pellbly it may be fighting againſt what i is 


« 7xvincible, that is their Obſtinacy.' His De- 


ſpair of convincing us, which he would ſeem to 


attribute to the Strength of our Obſtinacy, might 


with much more Reaſon ariſe from a conſci- 


ouſneſs of the Weakneſs of his own Arguments; 


which, we ſuppoſe, we have ſufficiently made ap- 


pear, by ſhewing, that the whole Crop, and every 
Part of it, is the perſonal Property of the Occu- 
pier of the Land; and that 777hes in this Nation 


were no other than avaricious and inſolent Impoſi- 


tions of the Pope and his Clergy upon the People, 
ſuperſtiouſly deluded by a feigned Pretence of 
their being due to God and Holy Church. Upon 


this Popi/h Foundation the ear ly Statutes for en- 


forcing Tithes were grounded. And 'tis judici- 
_ ouſly obſerved by the before mentioned Fo/eph 


Ollive, cos How the N 1 became 
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te poſſeſſed of Tithes we cannot tell, there ap⸗ 
«« pearing no Conveyance to them of that pre- 


« tended Right which the Popiſb Clergy once 


te had, except, that Tithes being a profitable 
«© Morſel, tho' indeed a Rehick of the Romi/h 
« Church, the Proteſtants (whoſe Reformation 
te in that, as well as in ſeveral other Points, was 


« very imperfet) were not willing to forgo | 


them, tho' they had not any poſitive Right to 


e them, either by the Law or the Goſpel, or by 4 


« any Conveyance from thoſe to whom they 


e were given by ſuperſtitious Donors, for ſuper- 
ct ſtitious Uſes, not performed by Proteſtants: | 
* So that the Parſon's pretended Inference of the | 


_« Quaker's poſſeſſing a Property he can ſhew no 
« Title to, effectually reverts upon himſelf, who, 


« having no ſolid Title to the Tithe he poſſeſſes, 
re has yet the Aſſurance to call in queſtion the | 
c Property of other Men in the Produce of their 


. own Seed, i their | own Land, and their own 


| The Examiner, (pag. 29, 30.) ſays, 4 Whilſt 


ce thus the Property of the eſtabliſhed Church 


_ « ſtands, at leaſt upon an equal footing with the 


< Reſt of the Subjects, it may be hoped they will 


«© be entitled to equal Favour and Protection: 
And as they no ways envy or interrupt the 7 
* Dwakers in the Benefit of the Toleration, in ſferv- © 
« ing God in their own way, they may reaſona- 


ce bly expect that the Quabers, will in Return, tole- 
rate them in theEnjoymentof their own Eſtates.” 


| What he calls the Property of the Clergy, (vis. ? 


their Claim to Tithes) ſtands not upon an 


equal, but upon a © ſuperior footing with the 
mary F n cc : 
reit 
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. 
| # reſt of the Subjects,“ they having peèculiat 
Laus for recovering them with more Eaſe; an 
jeſs Charge; than other Subjects can recover their 
juſt Debts; wherefore; their Hope of equa] 
t Fayour and ProteQion” with others, cannot be 
a juſt Ground for their nurmuring under the 
Enjoyment of greater Favour and Protection: 
Tho' the Qualers may have à very favourable 
Opinion of the good Nature, and peaceable Dif- 
poſition of many of the preſent Clergy; and may 
be pleaſed to ſee that ſo few of them, their Num- 
bers conſidered, have been concern'd in the Pro- 
ſecutions complain'd of; yet they catinot look 
upon the Toleration as granted by the Clergy, nor 
think that they are obliged to any Retutn to ther: 


1 
k 


| ſuch of the Clergy, who notwithſtanding the 
more Chriſtian Examples of a humerous Brother: 
hood, ſtill perſevere in their Choice of exerci- 
! ciſing the utmoſt Rigour in their Power, they 
do, as far as in them lies, expreſs their Envy af, 
and Readineſs to interrupt the Qzyakers in, the 
” Benefit of the Toleration, and do ſufficiently de- 
= monſtrate, that, were their Power unlimited, 
tis altogether uncertain where thtir Will would 
The Examiner is miſtaken in ſaying (pag. 30 
that the Quas with-hold Tithes from the Clergy 
only becauſe they are of a different Perſuaſion 
from them: For, if Miniſters, in every thin 
elſe of their own Perſuaſion, ſhould lay claim to 
& Tithes; their Conſciences would oblige them to 
refuſe the Payment without Reſpect of Perſons; 
and what they believe | "a Right; ws 
: e 3 


for a Favbur received from others. But, as to 


(52) 


muſt equally with-hold from all Miniſters without 


Wrong to any. | ys | NOW 
The Law, fays the Examiner, excludes the 
« Clergy from the common Ways of Mainte- 


* nance by Trades, or other Occupations, that 


« they may attend their Duty, and has allotted 


© them their Subſiſtence; yet the Qualer with- 


« holds it, and as far as his diſpenſing Power 
extends, decrees they muſt work or ſtarye.” |! 
Would the Examiner Sincerity obtrude this upon 


bis Readers as a Decree of the Quakers? Was it 
not an Apoſtolick Decree made by the early Paſtors 
of the primitive Church, and plainly recorded in 
holy Scripture? Did not Paul, Siluanus, and 
Timotheus, when preſent with the Church at 7 
ſalonica, decree, that F any would not work, nei- 


"ther ſhould he eat, 2 Theſs. iii, 10? Did they not 
enforce this Decree by their own Example, that 
other Paſtors might obſerve the ſame? Neither 


did we, lay they, eat any Man's Bread for Nought, 3 
but wrought with Labour and Travel Night and 
Day, that wwe might not be chargeable to any of you. 


Not becauſe we have not Power, but to make our 
ſelves an Enſample unto you to follow us. Verl. 8, g, i 
Did not the Apoſtle Paul propoſe his own Prac- | 
tice of his Hands having miniſtred to his Neceſſities, 
as a Precedent to be imitated by the Paſtors of the 


Church at Epheſus, Acts xx. 28, 35? Did not he 
| propoſe the ſame Example to the Church at . 
rinth; we labour working with our own Hands 
1 Cor. iv, 12? Was not this one of his Way | 
which be in Chriſt, which he taught every where in 
every Church, and which he ſent Timotheys his 
beloved Son and faithful in the Lord to bring then 
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into Remembrance of, Verſe 1 7? Were not theſe 


Directions given to the Teachers of the Churches 
in general? Were not thoſe who practiſed them 
molt aſſiduous in attending their miniſterial Du- 
ty? Does not the Examiner's urging that the 
% Law excludes the Clergy from” what the Pre- 
cepts and examples of the Apoſtles enjoyn, neceſſa- 
rily admit a diſpenſing Power in the Law, ſupe- 
rior to the Authority of their Injunctions? This, 
we think, naturally reſults in making the Chriſti- 


an Religion it ſelf ſubſervient to human Laws, and | 


is, in the fulleſt and moſt expreſs Manner, A teach- 
ing for Doctrines the Commandments of Men. 
r 5 
«© Upon what Foundation (adds the Examiner 
© pag. 30, 31.) they can ſay, they conſcientiouſ- 
* ly refuſe to pay the Lay-Impropriator his Due, 
< 1s not eaſy to imagine. But to us, the Claim 


to Tithes in this Nation, however diverſified in 


its Appearances, has but one and the ſame Root 
and Foundation, viz. the graſſeſt Errors of the 


Romiſh Religion; and to us it doth not yet appear 
| that the Law by transferring this Claim can alter 
the Nature of it; nor that it can tranſmute dro/ſy 


Error into pure Orthodoxy, groſs Ignorance into 
Goſpel Light, deluded Superſtition into Chriſtian 
Knowledge, or Romiſh Bondage into Proteſtant Li- 
berty. Our Refuſal therefore to pay Tithes, even 
to the Lay-Impropriator, ariſes not from © An- 


. bs tipathy to the Name of Tithes,” but from a 


Proteſtant and Chriſtian Antipathy to the Na- 


ture of Tithes as Popiſh and Antichriſtian: And 


which we have gone ſo far beyond the Exami- 
ner's Expectation, as to give © a Reaſon for.” 
en ne” 


the Diſſolution of thoſe Corporations there 
been no freſh Grant of the Tithes, they would 
not have fallen to the Occupiers' of the Land 


( 54) 


We ſhall ay 1 no more in this Place of the Fith 

of the Lay-Impropriators to Tithe, only we may | 

- juſtly obſerve; that if they have a good One, 
ſome of the Clergy i in their Writings have moſt 


grievoufly abuſed them. * 
But the Examiner, pag. 31, fays, *« in theſe Þ 
(vis. the Eſtates of Impropriators) they will 


e find a farther Inſtance that the Tithes are a ſe- 


{© parate and diſtin& Eſtate from the Land: For 
* when thoſe Corporations, to which they had 
5e been appropriated, were diſſolved, they did I 


se not fall to the Owners of the Land, but ſuch 
5 of them as had not been ſurrendered, having 
before been alienated from the parochial Cler- 
s oy, were granted to the Crown, having no 
egal Proprietor, and from the Crown the pre- 
Eo ſent Poſſeſſors derive their Title,” From all 


which it will by no means follow, that if _ 
ad 


by the natural Right they have to the Fruits of 


their own Expence and Labour. 


The Examiner's next Obſervation is, pag. 32, 


thus, © Altho' in the Preface to the Brief Ac- 1 
de eount they refer to ſeveral Texts and Autho- 3 


e rities to ſhew, that their Scruples appear not 
* to be ill grounded, yet none of them, as I can 
e ſee, are any ways applicable to their Refuſal 


* Church-Rates : : And yet theſe likewiſe are 


« inſerted as the Occaſions of ring for Con- 


te ſcience fake,” 
The Reaſon for inſerting them, vis. Profecu- 


tions for Cburch- Rates, i in the Brief Account is ob- 


I vious, 


(55) 

vious, they being for Demands recoverable by the 
ſummary Method provided, and nevertheleſs pro- 
fecuted for by Proceſſes in the Ecclefiaftical Courts, 
tending to Excommunication and Impriſenment. 
We conſcientiouſly refuſe the Payment of them, 
not as a publick Tax, but as a private Eccleſiaſtical 


Tmpoſition for fuperftitious Uſes, and Purpoſes. 


They are for repairing and ſupporting Buildings 
$ pretended to be made holy by the Biſbop's Conſe- 
cration, a Piece of Superſtition, warrantable nei- 


ther by Precept nor Example in the New-Tefta- 


ment. They are for buying, mending and waſh- 


ing, of the Prieſt's Surplice, which, we think, 
a ſuperſtitious Garment not us'd in the primitive 


Chriſtian Church, nor worn by any of the Apo- 
ſtles. They are for buying Bells and Bell-Ropes, 


and Organs; the Jingle of which Inſtruments we 


eſteem ſuperſtitious, and no where enjoyned by 


the Goſpel as requiſite to Chriftian Worſhip. They 
are for buying Books to pray by: A Practice we 
find no Foundation for in holy Writ, They are 


for the paying for the Dinners of Prze/ts and 
Churchwargdens at Viſitations; Entertainments in 


nothing reſembling the Feaſts of Charity, and 


breakings of Bread from Houſe to Houſe, prac- 
tiſed by the Apoſtles. They are for Fees to Re- 


giſters, Apparitors, and the like Attendants on 
ſuch an Eccleſiaſtical Furiſdiction as the Doctrine 


of the Goſpel gives not an Authority to exerciſe. 


All theſe and other unſcriptural Impoſitions we 
are concerned in Point of Conſcience and Chriſti- 
= any to bear our Teſtimony againſt, and to refuſe 


the Payment of thoſe Rates which are made for 


the ſuperſtitious Purpoſes of upholding them. We 


preſume 
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* theſe Reaſans may 7 ſuffice to juſtify us in 
refuſing to pay ee at leaſt ll the Ex- 
aminer (hall produce better Arguments in their 
Favour, «why that © they are made by the Con- 
« ſent of the major Part of the Veſtry aſſem- 
bled;” which Majority often conſiſts of ſome 
of the moſt bigottedand ſuperſtitious Heads in the 
Pariſh : And till he ſhall produce a more forci- 
ble Precedent than that of a Gentile Centurion 8 
building a Jewiſh Synagogue. 8 , 
But = Examiner has a Flirt at our Wenig 3 
which he thus expreſſes, pag. 32, 33, And if 
<< the Sincerity of ſome lg refuſe, may appear 
by their Suffering, we hope the Sincerity . of 
others is no leſs evident from their voluntar 
Compliance; whilſt many of them ferve the 
Office of Churchwardens, and upon their Af- 
8 firmation declare that they will faithfully per- 
form it.“ The Examiner is as poſitive in re- 
lating this as if he knew it to be true: But it 
Bil gh have been more ſatisfactory to us, had he 
named a few of thoſe many, that we might have 
enquir'd upon what Inducements they accepted 
tat Office, and what wy undertook to do 
ther is 
The Office it ſelf, in its primitive Inſtitutzon, 
deore Superſtition finger d the Keys of the 
Poor's Box) appears, Adds vi. 2. to have been that 
of ſerving Tables, æ or the daily Miniſtration of 
Relief and Proviſion to the Widows and Poor of 
ne Church. For this Buſineſs, by Direction of 


the 


» 
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the Apoſtles, were appointed in the Church at 


Feruſalem, ſeven Men of honeſt Report, full of the 


boly Ghoſt and Wijdom. Men fo + qualified might 
ag depended on as faithful Stewards „ 


Church's Stock, and to make an equal Diſtribu- 
tion unto every Man according as he had Need. 
But we have not the leaſt Intimation of their a 


plying any Part of that Stock to ſuch Uſes for : 
which Church-Rates have been fince levied. The 


Degeneracy and Superſtition of after Ages, gra- 
3 dually introduced thoſe Uſes, and burden'd the 
Church with a coſtly Pomp and Pageantry in it's 
firſt Purity unknown. Faithful Deacons, full of 
= the holy Ghoſt and Wijdom, were then no longer ap- 
3 but Churchwardens were ſubſtituted; 

who are thus deſcribed, vi. Churchwardens 


be Officers yearly choſen by the Conſent of the 
« Miniſter and Pariſhioners, according to the 


© Cuſtom of every ſeveral Place, 7o look to the 


« Church, Church-yard, and fuch Things as belong L 


« #0 both, and to obſerve the Behaviour of their 
« Pariſhioners for ſuch Faults as appertain to the 


Aa 


Deacons as it were loſt in that of Churchwardens, 


whoſe chief Concern, inſtead of feeding the 
Poor, became that of feeding the Officers of Eecli. 


| faftical Courts with 8 and of furniſh- 
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+ Dots not 1 the 8 of fuck Men among tenſor 
s oblige the Members of the Examiner's Church to © gf 
Ibem among the Quakers ? 


* Minſheu's Guide into the 7 ongues.. 
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« Furiſdiftion and Cenſure of the Court Ercleft- 
aftical.”* Thus was the Primitive Office f 
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ing the Apoſtate Church of Rome with ſuch 
Church-Ornaments, Cruci fixes, Images, Veſt ments, 
Bells, Toys and Trinkets for Worſhip, as were 
never enjoyned either by Precept or Example in 
MW: 5 I” i 

But ſince the Reformation, the Churchwardens 
are again reſtored to their Buſineſs of ſerving Ta- 
bles, the Office of the primitive Deacons, and 
are conſtituted Overſeers of the Poor by Statute- 
%% A WT4AA -- 333 

The 2yakers object not againſt the Office of 
Churchwardens, ſo far as it is enjoyned either 
by Scripture, or by Statute-Eaw : But, like true 
Proteſtants, they defire to be free from all In- 
junctions of Popz/þ Canons and Conſtitutions. 
Tis the Cuſtom of ſome Pariſhes to chuſe two 
Churchwardens, of whom One is. generally em- 
ploy in the Affairs relating to their Church and 

orſhip ; and the other in Matters relating tv 
the Poor. In ſuch Pariſhes, the Qyaker, at the 
Requeſt of his Neighbours may have officiated as 
Churchwarden for the Poor; but that many of 
te them upon their Affirmation declare that they 
« will faithfully perform that Office” in general, 
without any Exception or Limitation, is incum- 
bent upon the Examiner to prove. Till then his 
Query, Do they expect to be repaid what they 
« expend upon the Church Account?“ may be 
improperly put to them, who may probably have I? 
expended nothing but upon the Poors Account, 
and which, we are inform'd, has been repaid out 
of the Poor's Rate; and if fo, a Qualers ſerving 
the Office of Churchwarden may have nothing 
to do with the Payment of Church-Rates. 


: 


ta) 


He may have ſhewn his Juſtice 3 in accepting 
and diſcharging the Chriſtian and Proteſtant Part 
of that Office, and his Sincerity in avoiding the 
ſuperſtitions Part of it. And were it not that the 
Members of the Examiner's own Church do ad- 
mit of ſuch a Diſtinction in a Qyaker's ſerving 
that Office, how would the Examiner acquit them 
of Infincerity in chuſing, or the Ecclefiaſtical 
Court in admitting to that Office, a Perſon whom 
they know to be principled againſt upholding 
their Church and Worſhip? It were perfectly ab- 
ſurd to ſuppoſe that they chuſe him with any ſuch 
View. If the Eccleſaſtical Court in ſuch a Caſe, 
being neither Mato imonial nor Teflamentar ſhall 
adminiſter any Oath or Affirmation ex Officio, we 
apprehend that they do therein tranſgreſs the Sta- 
tute of 13 Car. II. Cap. 12, and abuſe the Kings 
[4 Subjects by an illegal and unwarantable Impoſiti- 
on: And in caſe they ſhall proſecute any Man for 
7 refuſing to take ſuch Oath or Affirmation, the 
Law of the Land will protect him by prohibiting 
their Proceedings. The Examiner, in this Affair 
of ſerving Churchwarden, appears neither to un- 
derſtand the Quakers Principle, nor what 1 is con- 
fiſtent with it. : 
3 As little to the Purpoſe is the 8 $ next 
Paragraph, on which he ſeems to lay no ſmall | 
Streſs, “Let them, ſays he, obſerve the Beha- 
viour of their ds Teachers, And fee; if 
they can find any of them, Who rather than to 
uſe a different, and more expenſive Fuel, have 
not choſen to pay the Tax upon Coals, which 
was exprelly laid for the finithing St. Paus, re- 
pabing of 4 ne Abbey, and bu: 1ding the 
H ift. 7 


( 60) | 
fifty New Churches, Will they ſay, that per- 
« haps the Men live not up to their Profeſſion, 3 
ce but may act againſt their Conſcience through | 
« the Terrors of Ruin and nnn No, 1 
* the Act is voluntary.” j 

What Act? The Act of buying Coals wtf 

paying for them: The Tax upon Coals is not laid | 
nor levied upon the particular Perſons who uſe 1 
them for Fuel, nor has the Payment of that Tax | [ 
any Relation to a particular Perſon's Choice of 
that or any other Firing, whether more or leſs * 9 
expenſive, But, admitting that a Quaker was g 
immediately concerned in the Payment of that 
Tax, we ſee nothing in his ſo doing but what is 
very conſiſtent with his Profeſſion and his Con. 1 1 
ſcience: For he is obliged both by Profeſſion and 
_ Conſcience to obſerve the Goſpel Precept of ren- 1 1 
dring to Cæſar the Things that are Cæſars; 
wherefore Chriſtian Obedience enjoyns his Con. 3 
formity to a Tax immediately payable to the Go- 
vernment, in which Payment his Duty is diſ- i 
charged. But to what Uſes the Money ſo paid 
ſhall be applied, tis incumbent upon the Con- 
ſcience of the Government, not of the Duaker, to 
direct. The Payment of ſuch a Tax is not 1 
parallel Caſe to that of paying Tithes; which are 


c 


* 
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not a Tax payable to the Government, nor are tbe 


Conſciences of the Subjects diſcharged by the Go- 1 
vernment from their immediate Concern in the 
Uſes to which they are applied: So that a reli- 
gious and truly Chriſtian Scruple may reſt upon 
the Conſcience of the Duaker reſpecting the Pay- 2 
ment of his Tithes; while yet in the other Cai: | 

the Weight of that e may be juſtly re- | 
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moved by the Goſpel Injunction of paying Tribute to 
Cæſar. For, as the Precepts of Chriſt have a ge- 


neral Tendency to exalt the juſt Power and law- 
2 ful Authority of the Civil Mantras, ; fo the 
very Tenour, and Purpoſe of the Goſpel was, to 
ſet Mankind at Liberty from the Vaſlalage of Sin, | 
to free their Conſciences from the uſurped Power 
and laviſh Impoſitions of Prieſts, and to tranſlate 


them from that Bondage under which they were 
held, into the giorious Liberty of the Sons of God. 
The ultimate Views of the Duakers, which the 
Examiner, pag. 34. wiſhes at ſo © great a Di- 
« ſtance,” are directed only to the Completion 


ol this happy Eſtate of Goſpel Liberty: A Liberty 


perfectly conſiſtent ** with the general Good of 


be Community,” how inconſiſtent ſoever ſome 
'F Perſons may think it with what Prins they 


value more, v2. their own private Intere 


The Examiner aſſerts that they (the La- 5 
ce hers) have ſtill many more Scruples incon- 
* ſiſtent with the general Good of the Commu- 


„ nity, of which they are Members, for 


« which their tender 8 w1:ll fill want 


E « Relief;” but is ſo little concern'd for ſupport- 


ing the Truth of that Aſſertion, that he men- ” 


tions not what thoſe Scruples are. 


He proceeds thus, And they were never found 
“wanting to themſelves, in any Way to obtain 


i <« their Ends, altho' it were by ſupporting the 


cc 


* Violence and Rapine of a Protector, or flatter- 


: « ing the diſpenſing Power of an Arbitrary 


« Prince.” Slanderous Accuſations prove nothing 


but the Malice of the Accuſer; which being void 
4 of Reaſon vents it felt 1 in Railing. The peaceable 


H2 +: and 


| 


and inoffenſive Demeanour of the 2yaters under 
every Mutation of Government fince they were a 
People, is ſufficiently known to ſecure their Cha- 
racter, in the Opinion of judicious Perſons, 
from the Imputation of any ſuch Calumny : And 


662) 


indeed a Charge of their © ſupporting Violence 


«and Rapine” is too improbable to meet with J 


Acceptance, till it is better ſupported, than by 
the empty and unreaſonable Clamour of thoſe, 
from whoſe Violence and Rapine every Body 
| knows, they have been very great Sufferers. 

We have, as we apprehend, in the foregoing 
Part of this Section, ſufficier tly demonſtrated, 
that the Puakers exerciſe no Government but fuch 
as is agreeable to the Holy Scriptures, - and 


fectly conſiſtent with the Duty and Mila ; 1 
of faithful Subjects to the Government under 


which they avail, Nothing therefore can be 


more frivolous, than the Examiner's Objection, | 
that they have a Government within a Govern. | : 
ment, becauſe the Government of themſelves I 


by Scripture and Reajon, renders Men the very 


beſt of Subjects to any Government. He adds, 
their Records are private,” which imports no 


more, than that they are ſuch as every private 
Mo an has a Right to keep. And, ſays he, the 


«© Extent of their Decrees unknown; 4 Words 


ſpeaking Evil of thoſe Things which he knows not. 
We have alſo ſhewn that they aſſume 10 Power 


of making Laws, but that they only preſs Obedience 


to thoſe which Chrif himſelf hath made: That 


they do not ** * enforce on the Conſciences of their 
1 5 " Followers 


2 


which evidently imply his own Ignorance of A 
them, and that he juſtly deſerves Rebuke for 


6 
„Followers“ any Thing, but what thoſe he calls 
their Followers are firſt convinced in their own 
Conſciences to be juſt and Righteous: That they 
injure no Man in his juſt Property, but think 
| themſelves, in their own Application of their own 
Property to religious Uſes, obliged to act no- 
thing which they are perſuaded in Conſcience | 
the Goſpel of Chriſt forbids. If at any Time, as 
in the Caſe of Tithes, human Laws ſeem to them 
to enjoyn what Chriſt's Goſpel forbids, they do 
not © defy the Power of the Law,” but hum- 
'F bly and patiently ſubmit to ſuffer its Penalties, 
as becometh Chriſtian Men in ſuch Caſes to do: 
The Levity, Reproach and Scorn, which the Ex- 
aminer treats them with on this Occaſion, they 
7 cheerfully receive, as the neceflary Concomitants 
of Chriſtian Obedience, which has ever met with 
the like Uſage, from perverſe Diſputings of Men 
e corrupt Minds, and deſtitute of the Truth, ſup- 
Poing that Gain is Gealineſs, 1 Tim. vi. 5, 
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The Examines' $ Pretence of the' Besten of 
the Acts of 7 & 8 of K. W. III. 20 ſecure the 
Property of the Clergy ſbeum to be groundles ; Fl 
and the Oppreſſion of taking more ö Me- 
thods TIS. 5 


TE have in the 1 Section ſhewn, | 
J that what the Examiner calls the Cler- 1 
v gies Property in Tithes, has its Foun- 
dation in the groſſeſt Error and Superſtition of |! 
the Romiſh Religion: And that the Donations of 
them were for Les and Services of that Religion 
jjuſtly rejected by Proteflants: Whence it ſeems | 
natural to infer, that the ſame Proteſtant Prin- 
ciple, had it been cloſely adhered to, would 
have alſo rejected the Pay annexed to thoſe Ser- 
vices. Both the one and the other appear to the 
 Ruaters equally popiſb and fuperſtitious, and for 
that Reaſon they are obliged i in Conſcience equal- 

ly to refuſe tgem. 

They apprehend that fo Ra a Scruple 
cannot juſtly entitle them to any hard Uſage | 
from a Proteſtant Clergy, who ought to conſi- 
der that all Men are not alike capable of under- | 
 ftanding the Power of the Laws of the Land, 
nor that the Force of their Operation in Religious þ 

Matters is ſuch, as can tranſmute popi/h Super- 
. into  proteſtant Dn A Point, which, 


however 


N 


„ 

however clear to the Clergy, may ſeem myſterious 
to thoſe who have not the Opportunity of view - 
ing it in the fame Light they do. Even they 
themſelves have thought meet to vary their Claim 
to Tithes occaſionally : They claimed them for 


many Years as of divine Right, and due to God 


and Holy Church, by Virtue of their original 


Donations to popiſh Predeceſſors, and this Chim 


they conſtantly aſſerted as long as they found 
Men capable of entertaining ſo groſs a Decep- 


tion: But ſince the Light of Goſpel Liberty and 


Freedom of Conſcience, granted by the Act of 


| Toleration, the Continuance of which is the Glory 
of our preſent Eſtabliſhment, perceiving fo dark 
and ſuperſtitious a Claim no longer ſuſceptible, 
they have Recourſe to a Pretence of Property; 
but bow weak the Examiner's Arguments for 


ſupporting that Pretence are, we have before en- 


deavoured to ſhew, All his Attempts on that 


Head do not in the leaſt affect our Conſcientious 
Teſtimony againſt Tithes as founded on popiſb 


Sußperſtitiun: Had he cleared up that Point by 


ſhewing their Original to be either Proteſtant or 
Chriſtian, his Performance might have been 
worthy our Attention: But, inſtead of that, to 

take for granted his own miſtaken Notions of 
Property, and to treat us, as he does, (pag. 35, 
36) as Rebels, Thieves and Robbers, for not ſub- 
ſeribing to them, is not only irrational, but 
ſtrongly ſavours of a bitter, turbulent-and perſe- 


cuting Diſpoſition, really ſcandalous to the Cauſe | 
he eſpouſes. But, let him know, that the Q 


kers Conſcience continues calm and ſerene, nei- 
ther diſturbed at the Noiſe of his Thunder, nor 
e intimidated 


— 
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intimidated with the Flaſhes of his Fury. To allay 


the feveri/þ Heat of his Temper, we recommend 


to him a cooling Leſſon of Biſhop Willtins, who 
ſays, © Moderation doth ſuppoſe a Matter of 
Right and Juſtice, and then beſides, the 
<< better the Cauſe is, the leſs Need is there of any 
« immoderate rigorous Courſe in the Aſſerting 
of it: We ſhall hereby rather prejudice than 
promote it, by inducing a Suſpicion, that tis 
not ſo much Truth or Juſtice, as ſomething 
e elſe that drives us on: And then beſides, 
« where would this Principle end? If one Man 
e may be ſevere and rigorous becauſe he is in the 

“ Right, why then another, who doth but 

ce think himſelf ſo, will be ſo too: And accor- 

« ding to this, what would become of Peace 

« and Society? Such bluſtering, boiſterous Tem- 

pers, as are all for the great River Euphrates, 

* which runs with a Torrent and a mighty 

« Noife, and refuſe the ſtill Waters of Shiloah, 
e which run ſoftly and gently, as the Prophet 
« ſpeaks, Ja. viii. 6. Such are no Friends to 
Peace, becauſe tis the Latter which is the 
River, whoſe Streams muſt make glad the City 
* of Ged, PlaL xivi. a.” :--- 

The Hua fer does not, as 3 inſi- 
nuates, pag. 35, © ſet up a Claim upon pre- 
* tence of Conſcience to another's Eſtate ;” but | 
only aſſerts his own rightful Property in his own | 
Eſtate, the Property of peaceably enjoying the 
Fruits of his own Expence and Labour, to which 

mg „ no 


8 


2 — —— — 
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go other Man either i is Or ever was juſtly entitled, 
His teſtifying againſt the unjuſt Impoſitions of 


Popiſh Superſtition upon his Eſtate is perfectly 
conſiſtent with the juſteſt Notions of Right and 
Property. He is therefore wholly unconcerned 
in the Examiner's extravagant Talk about © the 


| © Crown, the Nobility,” the Clergy, the Eſtates, 
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« and Property of the Subjects of England fal. 
e ling a Sacrifice to the Pretence of f Conlcience ;” 
which he is pleaſed to call an 14d: However, 
ſome Perſons, who have read the Hiſtory of 
thoſe Times, think themſelves ſufficiently war- 
ranted from thence to believe, that the Counſels 
of a Set of Men; who were never ſuſpected of 
idolizing Conſcience, had no ſmall Influence in oc= 
caſioning the national Calamities he mentions. _ 
The Conſcience of the Quaker, which enjoins 


his Obedience to the Precepts of the Goſpel, doth 
no leſs enjoyn his peaceable Submiſſion to the Las 
of the Land, the Execution of which he never 

oppoſes; wherefore, with reſpe& to him, whole 


Principle tis humbly to ſubmit, the 1 is al- 
Ways capable «of ſupporting, itſelf,” Without 
the Sanction of inflicting Penalties” or exercit- 
ing any Severity. This the Clergy and their 
Fx Agents cannot be ignorant of, who. frequently 
come into the Ruyaker” s Gr gundle and carry away 
his Corn, which, in Submiſſion to the Law fa- 


vouring them in a Claim he thinks unjuſt, he pa- 
tiently ſuffers without Oppoſition; for he both 
profeſſes and practiſes the Duty of Chriſtian Sub- 
miſſion to the Power of the Law in its utmoſt 
Extent, even in Caſes where his Conſeiencè is not 
5 ſatisfied of the Equity of its Injunctions. So that 


the 


the moſt favourable and eaſy Law, is as effectual 

a Remedy for the Recovery of a Claim from him, 
who never oppoſes any, as the moſt rigid and 

ſroere. 

The Examiner acknowledges (pag. 37) that 
% Puniſhments ſhould in common Caſes be ade- 
« quate to the Offence,” but as he admits not 
our Refuſal of Tithes, ſo neither do we ad- 
mit the Clergies Demand of them from us, to 

be a common Caſe, For tis a Demand of Pay for 
nothing done, which certainly is a very uncom- 

mon Caſe; and molt effectually expoſes the Yeak- | 
neſs, if not Wickedneſs, of the Examiner's Way of | 
Arguing, who under Pretence of © the Fre- | 

* quency of the Crime, and the Stubbornneſs of | 
ce the Offender,” plainly aims at an © increaſ- 
sing the Severity” of the Law”, in Proportion 1 
to the Injuſtice of the Demand refuſed ; and 
would, by Terrors prevent, in many Caſes" | 
the Refuſal of a Claim, which © if conſidered | 
in each Caſe fingly,” has neither Reaſon nor 
Equity to ſupport it. Hl 

The Examiner's next Attempt is to repreſent 1 
the Quakers as guilty of © the higheſt Offence in 
„Civil Caſes, wiz. that of Contempt of the 


_ 
— . . . ˙ 7 ey 9" os ht tent _ — — 


Authority of the Court, as it ſtops the Courſe 

« of Juſtice, and defies the Power of the Magit- 

x . «-trate: And this, ſays be, is in all Cates ſtil - 
1 e the ſame, whether the Matter in Conteſt be 

ll great or kalt whether the Suit might in the 
| Event prove juſt or unjuſt ; and he who fut- 

= fers upon this Account can blame neither his 
| : ©. 3 nor the Law, but his own ang 4 
| _= Ko « And 


2 . * 
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And yet when the Quakers are told, that the 
.« greateſt Part of their pretended Sufferings aroſe 
from Attachments for. Contempt of his Majeſ- 


0 ty's Authority in his ſeveral Courts of Judica- 


* ture; that they cannot be ſaid to be brought on 
them by the Clergy, when they are occaſion'd 
2 9 5 5 their own Perverſeneſs in carrying on an Op- 


© poſition to the Law of their Country. They 


« reply, How came they under the Cognizance of 


the Courts of Judicature? Were they not 


al brought thither at the Suit of the Clergy ? The 


* Original Cauſe of their Sufferings did not ariſe 


«* from the Courts, but from the Clergy, who qcould 


« now lay the Sloane their Doin gs upon the Courts. 


« *Tis a ſtale Artifice of the Clergy to call the Af 
* fftance of the ſecular Magiſtrate into their Ser- 


vice, and afterwards to expreſs their Gratitude 


c * by transferring the Odium of the P one, 


* from a hs hon 40900 Whon they employ'd 


© therein.“ 


This Reply ſtates the Matter aright, and lays 
the Blame of the Qyakers Sufferings at the Door 


of the proper Authors of them, vis. the Profe- 
cutors; for in all Proſecutions of this Kind, every 


Step of the Proceeding againſt the Defendant | is 
carried on, and every Order of the Court againſt 


him is made, at the Motion and Requeſt of the 


Plaintiff or his Council; to whom therefore the 
whole Severity of the Proceeding 3 is juſtly impy- 
table. If the Examiner can ſee no Difference 
between 4 juſt Imputation of Severity to malicious 
Profecutors, and © arraigning the Juſtice of the 
Nation * between blaming the Promoters of 
unneeeſſar 8 Law-Suits, and “ libelling the Go- 
7 e vernment ; 
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r vernment ;” between ſpeaking Truth of the Cr. 


99 » 


2, and * reflecting on the Courts of Juſtice? tis 


becauſe Malice and Anger have perverted' his 


Judgment, and rendered him for the preſent 1 inca- 


pable of ſedate and calm Reaſoning. © | 
The Examiner's Query, ©. Do not they enjoy 


© the Benefit of the Toleration in its full 2 
* tent?” We anſwer by Counterqueries; Does 
not he envy them the Benefit of the Toleration in 


that Extent they do enjoy it? Do not ſuch Pro- 
| ſecutors among the Clergy as he pleads for, prefer 
the ſevere Laws of thoſe Governments under 
which uo Toleration was granted, before the | 
milder and eafier Laws made by that Govern- 


ment which granted the Toleration ? Do they 


not by ſuch Preference plainly declare, that the 
Severity of thoſe former Goveruments is more ful- 
table to their Diſpoſition than the Lenity of the 
: preſent ; 2? Does not their Choice of the ſevereſt | 
Laws in Being ſhew, that their Will to perſecute i 
knows no Reſtraint but their want of Power? 


Were © Sanguinary Laws merely upon Account 
1 81 religious Opinions” now in Force, thoſe 


Perſons certainly indicate the ſtrongeſt Inclina- F 
tions to uſe them, who are chuſing to proſecute | 
by thoſe Laws in Being which neareſt reſemble 


their Severity : And were the Writ de Heretico 


_ tomburendo yet unrepealed, no Perſons would 


more probably have Recourſe thereto, than thoſe 


who now frequently ſue out the Writ de Excom- 


municato capiendo, which is its own Siſter, and as 
juſtly merits to die the ſame Death, and to be bu- 


Tied in the /ame Grave. The n s Talk 
of © neceſſary Coercion in civil Cauſes”. reaches 


Not 
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not the preſent Caſe; for the 2uaker's Refuſal to 
pay Tithes ariſes purely from his © religious Per- 
e ſuafion” of their being forbidden by the Now: 
trine of Chriſtianity. - | 
But, (fays the San e pag. 39. it is 2 
“ ſtale Artifice of the OQuaters to throw Reflec- 
« tions upon the Reformed Clergy, from what 
** was the Effect of the Pride and Cruelty | of the 
« Church of Rom. : 
We fleet not upon the Reformed Ce We 


n a 


ä 1 
. eee, N 


gree n to that which *© was ; the Effect of 
« the Pride and Cruelty of the Church of Rome; 
and which we cannot apprehend to be the Effect 
Jof the Humility and Clemency of the Church of 
England. The compleat Reformation of the 
Clergy would put an end to our Complaint re- 
ſpecting them. The Qyakers are behind no Men 
ina * ſteady Adherence to our excellent Conſtte 
© tution,” nor in a juſt Senſe of Duty and Gra- 
titude to God, and the Government, for the 
* Happineſs they enjoy under the preſent Eſta- 
= *© bliſhment,” and for the Eaſe, Tranquillity and 
1 Toleration of the ſeveral Protefant Churches in 
England. The Examiner's Aſſertion, pag. 39, 
1 hes the Duakers baſely deſerting the Cauſe of 
7 © Religion and Liberty, would have facrificed 
= © the Nation to a Popiſh Power,” is equally 
BY falſe and malicious. The Quakers at all times ef- 
pouſed and pleaded for © the Cauſe of Religion 
Land Liberty ;” for this Cauſe they have fuf- 
fered much, and had ſome Clergymen their Will, 

W might Rill ſuffer much more. A material Dif- 
= = ference 


CR. 
ference twixt them and the Clergy before the 
Revolution, reſpecting that Cauſe, was, that the 


2rzkers, under every Government, declared them. 
ſelves for a general Liberty of Conſcience; the Þ 


Clergy for their own. The Daakers had for many 


reſtant, ſuch a grievous Perſecution for the Cauſe 


Sanguinary) had never been known under any 


Government in this Nation, either Popiſb or Pro-. 
Zeſtant, The Clergy in thoſe Days ſat ſerene and 
_ eaſy, undiſtarbed at the Popiſh Power” of 
Perſecution then exerciſed againſt their Fellow 
Proteſtants. The Examiner now charges the 
Quakers with © deſerting the Cauſ of Religion”, | 
for no other Reaſon, than accepting from a P. 
piſh Prince ſome preſent Relief from the Suffer- | 
1ngs ſuſtained for their Religion under a Protef- | 
fant Government, and a Proteſtant Clergy. He 
repreſents them as deſerting the Cauſe of Li- 


berty' for no other Reaſon, than their Acce 


tance of Liberty, when a Popiſb Prince had ſet Þ 
open the Doors of thoſe Priſons and Dungeon 
which Proteſtants had lock d them up in. But] 
the Examiner to blacken the Duakers, ſpares no- 
to advance the moſt apparent Abſurdities: With 
him, ro accept Relief from Sufferings for Religion, 
is, fo deſert the Cauſe of Religion; to come out of 
Priſon, is, to deſert the Cauſe of Liberty; to accept | 
Liberty of Conſcience, is, the way to loſe it; and an 
*bumble Repreſentation of unneceſſary Proſecution: 
and Grievances, is © an abuſing of the Clergy.” Þ 


The Quakers nevertheleſs humbly apprehend, 


"that ſuch a Repreſentation may be very conſiſt- 


Years undergone, from a Government called Pro. 


of Religion, as (excepting Laws immediately 


( 73) 


ent with the Liberty © intended them by the 
oleration ;” the Deſign of which, no doubt, 


was, that the Popiſh Power of Perſecution might 


1 re- aſſumed by Proteſtants : And the In- 


tent of the Government ſince the Toleration, in 


| granting more eaſy Laws for the Clergies reco- 
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vering their Claims, no doubt, was, and is, that 
all unneceſſary Recourſe to former Severities 
might ceaſe, and that ill diſpoſed Perſons, ſome 
of whom may mix themſelves even with the 
pureſt of Societies, might not by Acts of Opprep- 


on detract from that General Character of Mo. 
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deration, which is the brighteſt Ornament of a 


\ Proteſtant Clergy, and the Honour of our Preſent 
| happy Eſtabliſhment. + þ . 


We return to the Examiner's Charge againſt 
the 2yakers of condemning the Courts of Juſtice: 
Upon which he obſerves, pag. 40. That altho' 
ſo many Inſtances © are given in the Brief Ac- 
© count of Impriſonments, ſo great Complaints 
* made of Injury and Oppreſſion from Proceed- 


Z © ings calld ruinous and deftructive, together 


« witha long Lift of ſuch Impriſonments annex- 
« ed, yet no mention is made that any ſingle In- 
| ſtance was for Contempt, when moſt of them 
e will appear to have been fo.” We have alrea- 


dy ſhewn that the whole Severity of the Proceeds 


ing and its Conſequences are imputable only to 


the Proſecutor ; and that the Court iſſues its De- 


crees, even for Contempt, at the Profecutor's Mo- 
tion and Requeſt. To his Query, Had the 


= © Clergy a Right to bring them into theſe 


* Courts of Judicature? We anſwer, that they 


4 had no other Right than what procecded from 


5 their 


| 
i 
i 
14 
| 


in a „. 0 


Om) 


| their own Refulal of an eaſier Method: ahd their 


Choice ot a more ſevere; which Choice diſco- 
vers a perſecuting Inclination. But, ſays he, 


* Undoubtedly they had a Right by the — 


&« Laws of the Land.” And, ſay we, Undoubtedly 


Perſecutors in all times and Places generally had 
that Right, which if admitted to excuſe their Ac- 
tions, will juſtify all the Perſecutions that have 
been againſt the Chriſtian Religion, and con- 
demn all that have ſuffered for its Cauſe, as Con- 
| temners of the Laws of the Land. On this ſin- 


gle Pretence of Contempt of the Laws the Hinge 
of Perſecution turns: Had not the Teſtimonies 


of all the Martyrs and Confeſſors for Chriſtia- 


nity been reduc'd to this Point, the wicked De- 


ſigns of their Adverſaries could not have accom- 
pliſhed their Deſtruction. They all ſuffered as 
Contemners of the Laus. To which Charge of 
Contempt they only objected the Obligations of 4 
their Conſciences and the Dictates of the Chriſ- 
tian Religion; they ſaid, as the Examiner, pag. 
41, repreſents the Quaker ſaying, © We con- 


e ſcientiouſly-refuſe.” This Conſcience of ou 
doing, however the Examiner may call it a 
<<. Cloak too ſhort to cover them, (vix. Sew 


the Fury of Perſecutors, and the Malice of evil- | 
minded Men, ) was, nevertheleſs, to them a Robe 
of: Righteouſneſs, wherein they were accepted of 


God, and approved of his Servants. That the 
Quakers (cru __ not the appearing. and anſwering 
Juſtice, is plain, in that they do fre- 

quently appear and anſwer there: Neverthelek, 
in ſome particular Cafes of pure Conſcience and 


Religion, where they have nothing of Law to 


Ui? En Bs 


| ptcad, they may with Prudence and Innbcënes 
avoid an Expence and Charge, (which perhaps 
they are * not able to defray,) by their ſtanding 
ſtill, and ſubmitting their Perſons br Eſtates, or 
both, to whatſoever the Law ſhall determine, even 
to the incurring more early its Penalties which 
they know in the Iflue of the Cauſe to be unavoi- 
dable, and Which the Preſervatlon of the Peace of 
IS their Conferences muſt ſubject them to: A Conduct; 
which, in a Cauſe of Religion and Conſcience, 
ſeems juſtifiable by the Text, Mart. v. 40. If 
any Man will ſue thee at the Law and take away 
| tby Coat, let him have thy Cloak alſo : And yet in 
all ſuch Caſes, whatſoever they ſuffer by Impriſon- 
ment, or otherwiſe, is altogether owing to the 
Intention of the Proſecutor, of to his ſevere 
Choice of the Suit which occaſioned it; for the 
Law in theſe Caſes is only the Inſtrument of his 
2 Rigour, who might have recovered his Claim by 
a more eaſy Method, ENTS + 
Where the Moderation of later Laws has been 
deſigned by the Government to ſuperſede the 
= Rigour of former, does not all unneceflary Re- 
2 courſe to the Old Severities indicate a Di/ihe of 
the Lenity of the preſent Government, and a 
= Contemptuous Opinion of the Wiſdom of its Ad- 
r ob 
The Examiner's Objection, pag. 42, that“ he 
the Draker) pays to the Miſitia, tho he pre- 
* tends Conſcience againſt it,” we have already 
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1 having ſometimes happened, that Clergymen have 
$7 o/ecuted Widows and others ſo very poor, that it would 
8 pave been Charity io have relieved their Neceitics. 


[EEE 


__— 


— 


6 - 
. ſhewn the Weakneſs of, and that the Precepts 
of the Goſpel which oblige the Quaker not to 
fight, do at the ſame time equally oblige him to 
xy Tribute to the Magiſtrate, His pretence, 
that many of them do the ſame in Church- 
« Rates, and even in the ſame Caſe of Tithes,” 
we have ſometimes known to be an Artifice falſely 
invented to induce others to comply, upon a ſilly 
and groundleſs Suppoſition, that the Qyaters fol- 
low one another as 6/zndly as ſome Men do their 
Prieſts, Theſe artful Colluſions of the Exami- 
ner we contemn. But tis no wonder that he at- 
tempts to impoſe upon us; who takes the Liber- 
ty to pervert Texts of Scripture, and to repreſent 
the * Advice of our Saviour himſelf, as tending 
to the Support of Eccleſiaſtical Encroachments, 
and Romiſh Superſtition, 
„They own (ſays the Examiner, pag. 42, 43, ) 
_< wy 8. La to pay, but the Methods are too le- 
<« vere, whereby they are forced to comply, and 
« therefore deſire a more caſy Way of recover- 
6 ; ing Tithes, &c.” If this eaſy Way could be 
: found, do they promiſe to comply with it? No. 
* The whole Foundation of their Defence 
„ is, that all the Laws, which have been made, 


c are, and which can be made, will be unjuſt, 


and contrary to the Laws of God, and Dic- 
< tates of their Conſcience : They would have 
the Advantage of the Law in all other Caſes, 
« but would not be ſubject to it in this, They 
* would enjoy the full Benefit of the Toleration, 
but will not comply with the Terms on which 
| cc it 


1 ä — 


— 
— : 


Mat. v. 26. 


* it was granted.” Thus would his Sophiſtry 
form a Pretence that the Payment of Tithes is 
the Terms or Condition of the Toleration, which, 
ftho' a meer Fiction, ſhews his Will to be, that eve- 
ry Man's Liberty of Conſcience ſhould be farmed 
of the Clergy, and that none ſhould enjoy any 
without firſt paying them. But this certainly 

| was not the Intent of the A# of Toleration, 
which tho” it doth not exempt Men from paying 
Tithes, yet it grants the Benefit of the Tolera- 
tion as fully to thoſe who do not pay Tithes as to 
| thoſe who do. And the full Benefit of that Act 
was thereby deſigned to be enjoyed by the ©ua- 
hers, tho' twas well-known that they had, for 
more than forty Years before the paſſing of it, 

_ conſtantly refuſed to pay Tithes. The Naters 
who chriſtianly ſubmit to all Laws, and oppoſe 
not the Execution of any, how - grievous EY : 

they may appear, ought not to be depriv'd of any 
Advantage of the Law : For a dutiful Submiſ- 
ſion to the Law gives them a juſt and reaſonable 
Title to its Protection. „„ 
The Examiner's pretence that the Suabers Ap- 
plication was to have the Property of the Cler- 
| © gy taken from them” is not juſt ; for that Ap. 
plication was only to reſtrain the Clergy and others 
from the Exerciſe of unneceſſary Severities in re- 
covering what they miſ-call their Property, 
To the Examiner's Query, Was there ever 
* ſuch an Application by any Sect in any Place 
or Age made to a Legiſlature?” It may be 
- ſufficient to obſerve, that the Application was not 
more unuſual, than the Nature of the Severitics 
which occaſioned it was extraordinary; The un- 
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and of Trad ſinen and thoſe who owe them Money, 


3 
unneceſſary Choice of which Severities the Exam}- 
ner has not yet reconciled to Common Chriftianity, 
far leſs to the merciful and peaceable Character of 
its Miniſters, The Caſes of Inſolvent Debtors and 
their Creditors, of Laindords and their Tenants, 


are not parallel to that of the Clergy and the Qua- 
kers ; for in thoſe Caſes a juſt Debt has been con- 
tracted for a reaſonable and valuable Conſidera- 
tion: But the Clergies Claim upon the 2yakers 
has neither Contract nor Equivalent, nor any rea- 
ſonable Confideration, to ſupport it, but entirely 
depends on the Force and Power of Law, with- | 
cut the neceſſary Concomitants and ſubſtantial 
Reaſons of ſocial Right and Equity, on which 
in thoſe other Caſes the Law itſelf is founded: 
Wherefore the Examiner, pag. 43, 44, 45, 46, ex- 
patiates on thoſe Points to very little Purpoſe: For 
if it would be a juſt Reflection on the Characters 
of thoſe whoſe Debts are intrinſically juſt and 
Equitable, to chuſe the ſevereſt Methods of reco- 
vering them; how much more juſt a Reflection is 
it on the Characters of Clergymen, for a Claim 
which has no Shadow of Juſtice, but what it de- 
rives from the Law, and for the eaſy Recovery of 
which they are peculiarly indulged by the Legiſ- 
lature, to have recourſe to thoſe Meaſures which | 
in Claims intrinſically juſt, other Men, alike pri- 3 
vileged, would think it a Reproach to uſe. 
The Examiner queries, pag. 47. Has not 
the Complainant in all Caſes the Choice of his 
« Action?” Suppoſing that he hath ; yet the 
having a Choice will not juſtify him in making an 
#1] One; nor will it make his evil Choice a go 4 
355 „ o 


I . 
of a good Diſpoſition. His Choice of unneceſſary 
Severities may nevertheleſs be an Argument of his 
malicious Intention; and it would be © a groſs 
% Abſurdity” to propoſe ſuch a Choice as an In- 
ſtance of Clemency and of a Chriſtian Temper. - 
When we conſider, (ſays the Examiner, pag. 
% 46.) the Nature of the Clergies Property, their 


Here he denies not that one Deſign of thoſe Suits 
is to © hurt their Neighbour :” but he denies 


then have the Clergy in view in carrying on thoſe 


particular Cauſes ſo ſued for: For in that Re- 
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the Clergyman's) * Income is generally too 
„ ſmall * a Proviſion for his Family, fre- 


3 


* — 


reciting the Number of Poor Livings augmented by the 


I bich Texts are not applicable to the Clergy, unleſs they 
2 /cribed. | 


« Fortunes, and the Circumſtances they are under 
« in regard to thoſe they have to deal with; there 
« will be but little Reaſon to imagine that they 
« would involve themſelves in tedious and expen- 
« five Suits oNLY to hurt their Neighbour.” 


that to be the onLy Deſign of them. What elſe 
| Suits ? Not their own immediate Profit in the 


ſpe& the Examiner tells us pag. 47, that his (viz. 


* The Examiner has ( pag. 47 a Maryimal Note, : 


ES Royal Bounty; which Livings might for ought we know, 

= have been gs poorly ſupplied. But he thence takes Occa- 
on to reflect on ** the Ingenuity and good Manners” of 

FS Robert Barclay, in calling the Clergy Greedy Dogs, 

= which can never have enough: Words by that Author ci- 

ed from Ifa. lvi. 11. and by him applied to ſuch as 
2 << preach for Hire and Divine for Money,” and look for 
beir Gain from their Quarter, and prepare War againſt 

ach as ut not into ther Mouths. Micah iii. 5. 11. 


bear ſimilar Fruits to thoſe of the Perſons therein de- 
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c quently for his own x Sabfiſtenee, and allowing 
them but a common Degree of underſtanding, 
© he can never imagine that he can be Gainer by 
« a Tedious and Expenſive Suit,” and ſhews, 
that even in Caſes of Recovering © treble Da- 
* mages with Coſts,” yet © conſidering thoſe 
* Charges which attend a Suit, beyond what the 
Courts can give, he will find himſelf no Gai. 
<« ner,” and that in many Inſtances he may 
d ave ſupported his Right at the Expence of his 
«© Maintenance,” and again, pag, 48, * his 
whole Demand may be more than ſwallowed 
e up by the Charges of a Suit.” So that he ad- 
mits thoſe Suits to be hurtful to their Neigh- 
e bours and of no immediate Profit to them- 

| ſelves. But, he lets us know, that ſuch a Proſe- 
cution, tho' immediately detrimental, may, in its 
Remoter Conſequences, be very beneficial to the 
Clergyman's Income, by its keeping other Men in 
Awe, and preventing their Diſputing his Claims; 
for ſpeaking of ſuch a Suit, he ſays, © If neglected, 
this may draw a Refuſal from others, to the Loſs 
of the chief Part of his Subſiſtence: Where it 
e depends on Cuſtom it may deſtroy his Title, 
e whilſt the wrong Doer endeavours to poſſeſs 

< the Pariſhioners with a Notion, that he is in- 
* troducing New Cuſtoms to their Prejudice, and 
denies the Title to what is demanded.” The 
Examiner may pleaſe to inform us what he mean 
by New Cuſtoms, becauſe we think that Expre/- 
fron has a Contradiction in its Terms, and that 
what is New is not a Cuſtom. But to enquire a 
little into this Affair; What has the Clergyman 
to fear? Is there any Danger of his Pariſhioners Þ 
enter: 4 
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( 31 ) 
entertaining a wrong Notion in this Caſe? Do 
not they know what is their Cuſtom ; and whe-. 
ther a Claim upon them be a New One, or ſuch. 
as they have been us'd to pay? Tis poſſible, that 
an Avaricious Prieſt, (for ſuch there have been, 
and may be again,) may for his own Intereſt at- 
tempt the introducing Novelties to their Preju- 
dice; and to ſecure himſelf againſt their Refu- 
ſal may ſue a conſcientious Man with a Deſign 
NOT ONLY to hurt him, BUT ALso to terrify 
others, and to make them ſee and tremble at the 
ruinous Conſequences of diſputing his Pleaſure, 
and of Non-Submiflion to his arbitrary Claim. 
He well knows, that the viſible Effects of Sequeſ- 
tration and Impriſonment are apt to make greater 
lImpreſſions on the Minds of his Pariſhioners, than 
any other Arguments he can uſe; and that Fear 
may induce them to comply with what their Rea- 
/n would refuſe, By ſuch Means as theſe, Nove 
8 Impofitions enforced and continued by Terrors, 
have gradually been improv'd into eſtabliſhed! 
Cuſtoms, and Payments ſo eſtabliſhed have in 
| proceſs of Time been called by the Impoſers their 
Property. Thus have expenſive Suits againſt ſome. 
been carried on with a Deſign of terrifying others 
to a Compliance with ſuch Claims, as the Clergy 

have occaſionally been diſpoſed to introduce. 

= Thus has the Examiner effectually verified the 
& Obſervation made in the Preface to the Brief Ac. 
count, viz. that ſome profeſſing to be Miniſ- 
ters of the Goſpel of Peace, have by-unnece(- 
= © fary and expenſive Law Suits: facrificed their 
cov Quiet and Intereſt to the Oppreſſion and 
Ruin of their Neighbours;” but with this Sa. 
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20, that tis not onLy to hurt their Neighbours 


that they ſacrifice their preſent Peace and Intereſt; 
but that tis ALso to induce Compliance with ſuch 
Neu Claims as they may judge for their future 
Advantage to eſtabliſn. Thus has he alſo con- 
firmed the Truth of a * Remark formerly made 


is, that © perſecuting Clergymen, by leflening 


<« their Character, may augment their Mainte- 
e tenance ;” and has ſhewn that what he calls a 
ſmart Reflection, pag. 46. and would impute to 
Malice, has a very juſt © Meaning in it.” 


Hence it appears, that by the Examiner's Pre- 


tence on Behalf of the Clergyman (pag. 49,) that 
* Neceflity forced him,” he intends, not the 


Neceſſity of Recovering an uſual Claim, but of ef- 
| fabliſhing an unuſual One. And that when he 
ſays, (pag. 49, 50,) © that the other Remedies 


<« were not, or at leaſt were not believed by him 
© to be effefual,” he does not mean, that he did 


not believe them effe&ual to recover his known | 


Demands; but that he believed them not effec= 


— Fual to impreſs the Terrors neceſſary for enforcing 


ſuch New Claims as he might think proper to 
introduce; the Introduction of which, he wrong- 


. fully calls, cc ſupporting his Right and maintain- | 


< ing his Property.” 


The Examiner obſeryes (pag. 48, 49,) that a 


© Landlord's Tenant is of his own approving,” 
and that © the Merchant or Tradeſman” has 
the Choice or Refuſal of © thoſe they truſt,” 


<< But thoſe, ſays he, from whom the Cler gies 


© Income, even their Subſiſtence ariſes, are not 
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* Remarks on the Defence 
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of London, pag. 22, 


«ef 


3 Do, 
© Sf their own choofing——The Landlord's 
t Leaſe, and the Tradeſman's Books may aſcer- 
te tain their Demands; whilſt the Incumbent 
„ may have an unſetled Account with every In- 

| ** habitant in his Pariſh.” But, whence does 


that Uncertainty and that Unſetledneſs ariſe? Is 
it not from the peculiar Nature of his Claim? 


Had that the uſual Juſtice which other Men's 


| to that of a Landlord claiming Rent from a Per- 


man demanding a Debt from a Perſon he never 


from a Perſon who never had any Dealings with 
him, nor ever received any Thing from him, 


. recovering that Claim; he complains that he is 


eaty Method, and preferring the Exerciſe of un- 
H « ſtiled a Perſecutor. An Appellation, under 


which he ſeems very unealy, and to which, we, 


never entitled him. 07 


The next Thing which the Examiner, (pag. 


Claims have, it would be capable of being aſcer- 
tain'd and ſetled by the uſual Methods. But the 
Clergyman's Claim upon ths Qzakers is parallel 


ſon who never was his Tenazmit, or of a Tradeſ- 


had any Dealing with. In ſuch Caſe the Law 
will not admit either Landlord or Tradeſman to 
recover any Thing. And yet, when in a Caſe 
exactly parallel, the Law not only indulges the 
Clergyman with a Power of recovering a Claim 


a . a 
8 - 6 Z 
"*. 3 4 ws 8 1 i L 
Coe — 4 8 * — — 1 — dk * hn 2 
> — * — E — £ — 2 a 8 = " r * F e 8 1 
r — = = ED Se > Ee i , p — — 2 — — 2 52 lg — — - 
1 4 2 — — — : S - — . 7 G "Ree : 22 oy DAG = - 9 — rr ̃ —NRꝛ̃]]j2 ĩ˙ . en — 
_ EE — — — — hs, = - 2 S . 2 7 _— _ 8 Py 
7 k Wo BY OOO ER ee 4. 8 2 — - 2 = : —_ Fa — Ines — - 2 — x 1 9, _— — n 
- 2 - 2 Y - Rez _= — 2 - 5 — > _ 2 N — ———— — — — — — — — 
8 1 — 8 5 wp yay —— — 0 A re ¶ 23 — = 6 = . —— 
* — — 2 . — tr bow — — 5 g „ r IT. -- . 
£ 4 = 7 Go — FAS © Sr > — I SIE 5 7 J — r — — 8 h > — 2 — 3a 3 OR n 
# 2 — 88 a nl: 9 - - = - 
9 — - * * 2 1 


3 but alſo puts into his Hands an eaſy Method of 5 
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under hard Circumſtances,” for no other 
= Cauſe, than that upon his wilfully rejecting that 


+1 neceſſary and ruinous Severities before it, © he is 


9 who deſire the Peace and Quiet of all Men, 
could wiſh, the Malignity of his Choice had 


50) undertakes, is the anſwering a Queſtion po- 
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poſed in our RxMAkks on @ Defence for the Dio- 
ceſe of St. Davips, pag. 50, viz. © Whether 


« the Tithes demandable by Law, either by the 
<« Clergy, or others, be not better ſecured to 
* them, by one, uniform, ſhort, eaſy and certain 
« Method of Recovery, than by having recourſe Þ 


e to Variety of Proſecutions, tedious and expen- 
« ſve to themſelves, and others, * diſhonourab) 


euere, and in the End oftentimes ineffeQual?” Þ 
To this the Examiner fays, I ſhall readily 


& anſwer 


_y 


* The Words diſhonourably ſevere, tho* manifeſily re- 
lating only to the tedious and expenſive Proſecutions lat 
before mentioned, the Examiner by a falſe Conſtruftin 
applies to the Laws which are not at all mentioned. Thi 
palpable Miſconſtruction ſeems one of bis favourite Wit. 
ticiſms; be is ſo fond of it, as to repeat it frequently, for 
Inſtance, pag. 51, he pretends to query, whether ** th: 
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Laus of the Realm do deſerve to be ſtil d diſhonour- 


<« ably ſevere ?”* pap, 66, Methods which the Qua- 
„ kers without any Colour of Reaſon ſtile diſhonours | 
- 46 ably ſevere.” pag. 66, ** Who dare ſtile the Law 
« of the Land, and the Courts of Juſtice diſhonourably | 
„ ſevere.” pag. 70, and yet be calls thoſe Laws diſ. 
« honourably ſevere.” pag. 133, * ſtile thoſe Lau 
« they diſobey diſhonourably ſevere? and elſewher:. 
With Repetitions of ſo filly a Perverſion would be imp. 
' pon bis Readers, who, we doubt not, will remart 
His Folly in making no Diſtinction between wvexatiou 
Proſecutions, and the Laws ibemſelves; between litigiu | 
| Proſecutors, and the Courts of Juſtice z between u. 
neceſſary Suits, and the Statutes of the Realm ; it 
Former of which may be juſtly and deſervedly cenſuri 
_ without any Iinpulalion on the Latter. But the E. 
aminer probably thinks to atone for diſregarding the 1 
obvious Diſtinctions, perverting the plain Senſe of cl 
Mens Words, and neglefting the Truth of his own, „ 


ſingle meritorious AF of abuſing the Quakers. 
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uy 5 
« anſwer in the Affirmative, if ſuch a Method 
« was or could be found.” Such a Method, we 
ſay, the Claimers of Tithes from Qyakters already 


ö have; and that the Acts of 7 & 8 K. . z. do 


preſcribe ſuch a Method. If other Men have not 


e the Benefit of ſuch a Method” for recovering 
their Debts, the peculiarity of the Favour renders 
thoſe who have the leſs excuſable in rejecting it. 
The Examiner denies that thoſe Acts do preſcribe 
any ſuch Method, and pretends to prove the 
Method by them preſcribed to be ineffectual. 
We are next to conſider his pretended Proofs of 


their Inſufficiency, 


He pretends, pag. 51, © that theſe Acts of 
King William III. were not by the Legiſlature 
thought effectual, will appear from the Title 
« of the Bill, which was brought in, and which 
« the Duakers ſo ſtrenuouſly ſollicited, viz. A 
'© Bill to enlarge, amend, and render more effec- 
BY © 7ual, the Laws now in being, for the more 
2 © eaſy Recovery of Tithes, Church-Rates, and 


“ Oblations, and other Eccleſiaſtical Dues from 


„the People called Qyakers,” and queries, © If 
= © theſe Laws were already effectual, what Amend- 
ment could they want.” Though he cannot = 
be ignorant that the Deſign and Foundation of 
that Bill for rendring thoſe Laws more ęffectual, 
was not from any Defect in the Laws themſelves, 


but from the Proſecutors taking more rigorous 


Methods. For thoſe Laws being thought in 
themſelves efe&ual, the Reſtriction of the Pro- 


ſecutors from ſevere Courſes was intended to 


make them more eſfectual. This he in a manner 
he. 
Ls | ſays 


acknowledges to have been the Caſe, when 
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fays pag. 82, But as the Reflections upon the g 


„ Clergy have been made chiefly for their not. 


e having confined themſelves, Er the Recover 


< of their Dues, to the AHsof 7 & 8of K. V. III. 3 
de and the Inſtances i in the Brief Account relate , 
Fc only to thoſe Acts, I ſhall confine my En- 


* quiry to them.“ We are next to obſerve ' whe 
ther in his Purſuit of this Enquiry he proceed: ö 
rationally, or not. By one Method, ſays be, 
I preſume they mean one {ſingle Method of 4 
a Recovery ; and with what Propriety can it be 
ce ſo calld, when there are different Rules laid] 
© down in each Act, the One has Regard to all 
e Detainers of Tithes, &c. in general, the 
< Other to the Quakers only.” His Preſump- 


tion herein is certainly right: We do mean, by 


one Method, one fingle Method, viz. the Method] 
of Recovery by Juſtices Warrant, the one and 
only Method of Recovery preſcribed by thoſe Þ 
Acts, or either of them. In caſe of an Appli- 


Cation to the Juſtices for Recovery of a Claim, 


*tis left to their Diſcretion to determine whethe: i | 
pf thoſe Acts they will proceed by, for tho the 


Latter relates peculiarly to the Quakers, yet the 
Former of them comprehends Qzaters as well az 
=, others : : And the Value and Species of the De- 


mand will eafily direct the juſtices in their | 
Choice. The Direction of the Juſtices Choice 


in this Caſe affects no Body but themſelves; what 
then has the Proſecutor to do with it? Are not 


thoſe Acts equally effectual for the Recovery of : 


his Claim, whether the Juſtices ground their 
Warrant upon one, or both, or either of them 
"It he 1 Is diſpoſed to recover his Claim by thoſe 

5 Acts 


? 
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(87) 
Acts, whit Reaſon can induce him to ſtart i imas 
ginary Ditficulties, which, were they real, 


could not obſtruct that Recovery, unleſs obj ve 
by other Perſons. Such moderate Perſons 8 the 


Clergy, as have frequently recovered their Claims 
in the Method preſcribed by thoſe Acts, can 
aſſure the 1 that Fu Juſtices have not 
been under any Difficulty of forming their Judg- 


ments in this Caſe, nor have their Deciſions been 


clog d with any ſuch Doubts. | Wherefore the 


Pretence of them is to be regarded only as an 


artificial Amuſement, invented by thoſe whoſe 


Diſpoſitions incline them to evade any Appli- 


cation to the Juſtices, and who, to excuſe theis 
Recourſe to more rigorous Methods, form ima- 


ginary Objections, which others who have made 
— Applications never met with. The Accs 


are ſufficiently plain, and the Power of the Juſ- 


2 more limited by the former Act, are evident- 


ly enlarged by the Latter as to Qualers, in com- 
prehending all Tithes and Church-Rates, not 
exceeding 100 in Value, without any Limita- 
tion of Time. If any Perſons therefore have 


1magin'd that © the Complaint muſt in both be 
oF made within two Years after the Tithe be- 
came due,” or have © thought themſelves re- 


* ſtrained by the one from proceeding on the 


other, their Negligence or Non: attention to 
the plain Senſe of the latter Act muſt have been 


the Cauſe of their Ignorance i in that Caſe. The 


Examiner may be right in obſerving, that the 
e Firſt Act was deſign'd for their (the Clergies) 


<* Benefit,” but is miſtaken in ſaying, *© the Lat- 


< ter from the ſeyeral Imperfections and Omiſſi- 
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(886) 
e ons apparently was not.” For the latter Act, 
ſo far as it reſpects the Recovery of the Clergies 
Claims, and the enlarging the Power of the 
Juſtices, was purely and originally deſign'd for 
the Benefit of the Clergy, and was obtained at 
their ſpecial Inſtance and Requeſt: Nor would 
the Biſhops conſent to the paſſing that Act for 
the Quakers Affirmation, without an Additional 
Clauſe for the Recovery of Tithes, &c. which 
accordingly was inſerted by their expreſs Di- 
rection; and it would be a Reflection on the 
Judgment of thoſe Prelates, to admit any ſuch 
Inperfections and Omiſſions therein to the Preju- 
dice of the Clergy, as the Examiner groundleſly 
ſuggeſts. But what can the Examiner mean by 
 Gying (pag. 53) that It is rather a Wonder, 
© conſidering the Obſtinacy of their Adverſaries, 
e that under theſe Difficulties they (the Clergy) 
cc ſhould venture to proceed at all upon the Af- 
4 firmation Act.“ We cannot apprehend that 
the Clergy run any Riſque, or can incur any 
Danger by fo venturing ; for if in ſuch an Ap- 
plication they ſucceed, they recover their Claim: 
If they ſucceed not, they loſe nothing: An Ap- 
plication therefore cannot hurt them. But there 
ſeems juſt Reaſon to doubt, that ſuch of them as 
chuſe ſeverer Courſes, refrain from any ſuch Ap- 
_ "plication for fear of ſucceeding therein, and 
thereby excluding themſelves from the Exer- 
ciſe of that Rigour and Severity which is more 

_ agreeable to a perſecuting Diſpoſition. We pre- 
| fame, that, the Premiſes duly conſidered, the 
Reader will grant us, that, notwithſtanding any 
Thing the Examiner has advanc'd, . the Ne 

| . N (a 


197 
properly called one fingle Method of Recovery. 


it can it be ſaid to be an uniform Method, as well 
te for the Reaſons before mentioned, as that the 


thereby force the Clergyman to proceed at 
« Law, unleſs he will give it up.” What he 


berty cannot affect the Method preſcribed, unleſs 


Nature he is ſeldom, if ever, known to do. 


? nmity of the Method of Recovery is not at all af- 
feected by the Multiformity of the Rule he pre- 


tends to claim by : For whether his Claim ap- 
pears to ariſe from Cuſtom, Compoſition, or 


Preſcription, 'tis alike recoverable by one and the 


Judicature unneceflary. 


o 


© heclaims” in order to obtain a Prohibition 
= | from 


of Recovery by Juſtices Warrants may be very 


The Examiner proceeds (pag. 54) © Neither 
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« yaker is at Liberty to object to the Title, and 


calls © the Reaſons before mentioned,” we 
have before ſhewn to be 10 Reaſons : And as to 
the Quakers being at Liberty to object, that Li- 
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he actually doth object, which in Caſes of this 


« And indeed, fays the Examiner, unleſs 
ce there was an uniform Rule for the Payment of 
« Tithes, which is not to be found, conſider- 
« ing the various Cuſtoms, Compoſitions, and 
« Preſcriptions, no other uniform Method can 
© be preſcrib'd to recover them, but under 
the Authority of the Courts of Judicature.” 
Here he ſhould have conſider'd that the Unifor- 


1 fame uniform Method of a Juſtices Warrant, 
= which renders his Application to the Courts of 


The Inſtance he cites from the Preface to the 
Brief Account, pag. 10, of the Quakers ſome- 
times '< diſputing his Adverſary's Right to what 


(90 
from a Proſecution in the Ecclfaſtica) Court, the 
« Conſequence of which may be Excommuni- 
* cation and Impriſonment for Life,” affords 
not the leaſt Colour for a Pretence that he will 
_ diſpute his Adverfaries Tiz/e upon an Application 
to the Juſtices, which is not attended with any 
Appearance of ſuch Danger. Nor does their 
forbearing to diſpute the Title before the juſ- 
e tices” ariſe from any ſuch Cauſe as he inſinuates, 
but from their Love of Peace, and their dutiful 
Submiſſion to the Law. : 
The Examiner is pleaſed, pag. 5 5, to caſt a 
Reflection on the * Courts of Juſtice” equally 
unmerited on their Part, and unwarrantable on 
his; where he ſays © When a Suit is brought in 
an Eccleſiaſtical Court, they may upon a bare 
_« Suggeſtion, tho' falſe, obtain a Prohibition.” 
Again, © upon telling an Untruth only they may 
© obtain a Prohibition,” Thus he repreſents 
the King's Courts as regardleſs of Truth, and 
granting Prohibitions on bare Suggeſtions of 
Falſhood. This Reflection ſeems to be a Symp- 
tom of ſome Remainder of that old Eccleſiaſtical 
Spirit, which in former Days, before the Refor- 
mation from Popery, was accuſtomed 0 fpeal 
evil of Dignities, and to calumniate even the 
| Powers ordained of Gop, upon every Attempt to 
retrench the aſſumed Juriſdiction of the Church, 
To juſtify the Conduct of thoſe Courts againſt 
the Obloquy and Reproach of the Examiner, we 
| ſhall lay before the Reader the true State of their 
Proceedings in ſuch Caſes. The King's Courts 
are ſo far from granting a Prohibition © upon a 
bare Suggeſtion, - tho falſe,” that they do not 
— N „ grant 
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grant a Prohibition upon a b4re Suggeſtion, tho? 


perfectly true and well grounded: The Procee- 
dings in this Caſe are very deliberate, A Motion 


being made for a Prohibition upon juſt and welt 
grounded Suggeſtions, a Rule of Court is granted; 


aſſigning a reaſonable Time for the Spiritual 


Court to appear and ſhew Cauſe why a Writ of 


Prohibition ſhould not be made out: If they 


| appear only, and defire farther Time for ſhew-- 


ing Cauſe, tis uſually admitted: But if the Ec- 


clefiaſtical Court, conſcious of their own Irregu- 
larity, and of the Validity of the Suggeſtions, 


will not appear, a Prohibition is made out to 
quaſh the Proceedings which themſelves would 
not appear to defend. Certainly, the Examiner 


mult either be very ignorant of the Methods uſe 4 , 
by the King's Courts in this Affair, or elſe he 


muſt have wilfully miſrepreſented them, in pre- 


tending that a Prohibition may be obtained 


upon a bare Suggeſtion, tho' falſe,” The Ex- 
aminer may do well to confider whether his own 
Words, pag. 38, do not in this Caſe retort a juſt 
Reproof upon himſelf, v7z. © As to the Reflec- 


ture, they rather deſerve Correction from the 
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tions contain'd in this compendious Invective, 
| © ſo far as they relate to the Courts of Judica- 


* Magiſtrate than from a private Pen; whilſt 
thoſe, who arraign the Juſtice of the Nation, 
cannot but bring an Odium on themſelyes.” “ 
It has been obſerved, that when Rules of the 
King's Courts to appear and ſhew Cauſe have 
been ſerved on the Spiritual Courts, they very ſel- 

dom do appear; whether that Neglect ariſes from 
2 Conſciouſneſs of the Badneſs of their Cauſe, or 
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Conſtitutions of the Church, we pretend not to 
determine. We have ſeen ſome ſuch, Popr/h 


indeed they are, yet republiſhed ſince the Refor- 
mation, and dedicated to Archbiſhop Sheldon, 
in the Reign of King Charles II. In one of. 


which 1s thus written, | VIZ. %* cc Wher it 5 


« frequently happens that Archbiſhops, Biſhops, 


« and other inferior Prelates, are called by the 
King's Letters. into the Secular Courts, there 
* to anſwer concerning Things which are 
_ «. known to belong merely to their own Offices, 
c and the Ecclgſiaſtical Court ——— concerning | 
_ < Cauſes merely Spiritual, for Inſtance, concerning | 
< Tithes and Oblations, the Bounds of Pariſhes | 
c and the like, which can in no wiſe appertain 


te to the Secular Juriſdition——— We do by 


Authority of this preſent Council decree, that 
« Archbifhops, Biſhops, and other Prelates, be- 


0 ing cited in ſuch kind of Spir itual Matters, 


Cum ſæpe contingat Archie piſcopos, Epiſcopos, 
et alios prælatos inferiores per Literas Domini Regis 


ad Sæculare Judicium evocari, ut ibi reſpondeant ſu- 


per his que mere ad ipſorum Officia & forum Eccle- 
ſiaſticum pertinere noſcuntur —— de Cauſis mere 


Spiritualibus, ut puta, de Decimis, & Oblationibus, 
Limitibus parochiarum & ſimilibus, quæ non 'pol- 
ſunt ad Sæculare forum aliquatenus pertinere 
Statuimus Auctoritate 3 Concilii, quod Ar- 
chiepiſcopi, Epiſcopi, 


b od x cæteri prælati non veniant 
pro hujuſmodi Spiritualibus evocati, cum judicandi 


Chriſtos Domini nulla ſit Laicis attributa poreſtas, 


apud quos Neceſſitas manet obſequendi. Cee tht 


Conſtitution of Bonitace Archbiſhop of Canterbury, A. 
20 1260, intituled, Mternæ Sanctio Voluntatis, GC. 
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06993) 
« may not appear, ſeeing there is no Power of 
« judging the Anointed of the Lord committed 
. — whoſe incumbent Duty lis to 
Here we may ao obſerve that Tithes are 
7 reckon'd among Cauſes purely Spiritual, in which 
the Temporal Courts ought not to intermeddle; 
and as ſuch, we apprehend, the Bcclefiaftical 
Courts to this Day we: the Cognizance of 
them. Our proſe Clergy ſeem divided in their 
; Sentiments concerning them; ſome, as Matters 
i Spiritual, and of Ecclefiaſtical Ri ght, merely ap- 
2 pertaining to their miniſterial F — "a ſtill a ply 
| 1 to the Spiritual Courts for the Recovery of The | 
by Church Cenfure and — 5 
3 whilſt others fue for them in the King's Courts, as 
Matters of legal Property and of Temporal Right ; 3 
tho the Acts, by which they fue, recognize them 
iy as due to God and Holy Church.“ Thus they ſeem 
bewildred in the Ambiguity of their Claim, and 
know not where to fix it: The Trarfmatation 
| of Matters purely Spiritual into mere Temporal 
4 Rig bt and Property, being, eyen by themſelves, 
not perfectly underſtood. 
Ihe next Thing objected to by the Examiner, 
pag. 5 5, is our faying, that © the Title is not in 
i © Diſpute, unleſs a Party concern'd call it in 
By © Queſtion.” This he calls, © a mere Quibble, 
IJ tho' himſelf in the fame Paragraph ſubſcribes to 
3 the Truth of it, ſaying, the Title is not indeed 
* judicially diſputed, unleſs a Party call it in 
z _ Queſtion.” Now *tis certain that no other 
chan a Runs: Diſpute can por, the Juſtices 
# M 2 1 Determination 
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Determination; wherefore all the Examiner's 
Talk of the Title being in Diſpute, and his 
urging that in Excuſe of the Clergyman's Non- 
application to the Juſtices, amounts to juſt No- 
thing. The Quater's diſputing his Right to 
Jitbes in general can be no Reaſon for his Non- 
application to recover them by a Method which 
nothing but a particular Judicial Diſpute can 
prevent. A private Diſpute is 20 Diſpute in 
Caſes wherein only a pub/:ck judicial Diſpute can 
operate. The Examiner's Pretence, pag. 56, 
that, © the Clearneſs or Difficulty that attends 
„% this Title, muſt be conſider'd before the 
* Method of Proceeding is refoly'd on; for it is | 
© afterwards too late,” is but a meer Evaſion ; 
for nothing but the Recovery of his Claim by 
the Juſtices can preclude him from having Re- 
_ courſe to other Meaſures. If then the Clergy- 
man be not conſcious of the Injuſtice of his Claim, 
He can have no Reaſon to conſider it as attended 
with any Difficulty, until ſuch Difficulty be ju- 
_ dicially objected : And where tis not ſo objected, 
nothing but his own Choice of more rigorous 
and expenſive Courſes can prevent his Recovering 
his legal Claim by the eaſier Method provided. 
The Examiner's next Pretence, pag. 56, 1s, 
that © The Remedy at Law, if it be more ex- 
_ © penſive, is frequently more eaſy to the Clergy- 
man than the other, he may tranſact the 
© Whole without ſtirring from home.” This 
indeed ſhews, that the Parſon, if fo diſpoſed, 
may both ruin his Neighbour, and prejudice his 
own Family, by a tedious and expenſive Law- 
Suit, without going out of Doors: But tis far 
OE ] Bu Rd. RTE | 3 | from 


. Affair, 
dun recompenſed by what the Juſtices © can 
allow. His Pretence, that by one of thoſe 


( 95 ) 


from n either the Juſtice or Charity of ſo 
facrificing them to his Indolence. But all this 
ſeems to us purely evaſive, and we apprehend 
that he may, if he pleaſes, tranſact the whole 
Affair before the Juſtices without ſtirring from 
Home: He may employ another Perſon 
to caſe: himſelf” ” which Perſon needs be no 
Lawyer, nor any other than his Servant in this 
whoſe Time and Trouble may be more 


Acts ( if diſtin) the Juſtices can allow him 
I © nothing” is a Conſtruction, we preſume, th 

never made. But ſuppoſing the Parſon- himſelf 
= ſhould in ſuch a Caſe take a ſhort Journey, 
for 'tis ſeldom a long One to the next Juſtices, 
what Reaſon has he to expect a © Recompence 


1 e for his on Trouble and Loſs of Time,” whoſe 


7 whole Trouble and Time the Law hath already 
paid him for by a ſetled Maintenance from his 
Pariſhioners, to whoſe Benefit and Inſtruction 


! his Time and Trouble is luppoied -to be -wholly 


due. So that the Loſs, if any, muſt be theirs, 


not his, which yet perhaps they will hardly 


perceive to be any, unleſs he ſhall chuſe to go to 
the Juſtices in Sermon-time. The Hardſhip he 
talks of in the Caſe of two Maid-Servants cited 
into the Ecclfiaſtical Court, was never by us 
term'd ruinous and deftruftive from the Length 
of their Journey thither, (which yet was much 
longer than is common for that of a Clergyman 


to the next Juſtices) but from the Nature of 


the Proceeding, which, had they not appeared, 
iended ta their men, and Impriſon- 
| ment, 


+» 
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ment, Things which have too ow — rui- 
nous and adeſtructive. 
From what hath been uid, we 1 it 
will ſufficiently appear, that the Method of Re- 
covery by Juſtices Warrant is one, * Hort 
and c Method. 

The Examiner's next Objection is, pag. 57, 

that i it © is not certain.” But wherein doth his 
Pretence of its Uncertainty conſiſt? He affigns ; 
twa Points, vi. Iſt. That the Diſtrict of the 
* Juſtices 1 is too narrow; and 2d,that **their Pow- F 
er is too ſhort:” But we think he makes good 
5 neither of them; for, with Regard to the Diſ- 
0 * trick of the Juſtices” he — <« the firſt Act 
< directs that the Juſtice of the Diviſion, where 
& the Tithes ſhall grow due, ſhall ſummon. the 
«© Party complain a of.” 'Tho' the Words of the 
Act do not 1 reſtrict it, but extend to the Juſ- 
_ tiges of the County; the Words of it are © two 
<- or more of his Majeſty's Juſtices of Peace 
„within that County, Riding, City, Town Car- 
4 porate or Diviſion, where the ſame ſhall be- 
4 come due.” So that he miſrepreſents the Diſ- 
teict of the Juſtices as much narrower than it 
really is. He ſuppoſes, pag. 58, a Poſſibility of 
the Duakers removing, © if, /ays he, the Duaker 
remove his Effects before Judgment, the Acts 
do not extend to it: Thus, if there were no 
* © other Method the Clergyman muſt be defeat- 
| * ed,” This is like the reſt of the Examiner 
Reafain g, who can draw Quidlibet e Quolibet, 
what he pleaſes out of what he liſts, and from a 
ure Poſſibility can infer an abſolute Neceſſity : But, 
wen in caſe of the Quakers Removal, there is no 
ſuch 


„„ 

ſuch Danger as he ſuggeſts, for the @uaker, 
wherever — dwells, is füll within the Reach of 
the latter Act, which limits not the Power of the 
Juſtices to the Place where the Tithe became due, 
and conſequently the Clergy are in no Danger of 
being defrauded by any ſuch Means. The Ex⸗ 
aminer however ſupplies his Defect of Proof by a 
boundleſs Aſſertion, that © there are innumeras 
« ble other Ways of defrauding the Cle gy, 
« whilſt confin d to theſe Acts:“ This Alter» 
tion, extending infinitely beyond the utmoſt 
I Reach of Proof, he leaves to its own Strength 
and Sufficiency, without producing ſo much as 
one ſingle Inſtance in its Favour. But he gives 
us a Reaſon for that Omiſſion, vis. not out 
of Apprehenſion of teaching the Qyater what 
* he does not know, but leſt others who have as 

« little, or as extenſive a Conſcience, : thould 

« thereby have as much Knowledge.” This 

diſcovers his Apprehenſion that Conſcience in 
general, as well as of the Sualers in particular, 
would ſcruple his Pay; which certainly is no 
Recommendation of its Equity; but ſnews, that 
even with Reſpect to his own Hearers, he dares 
not commend his Maintenance, as the Apoſtles did 
their Miniſtry, * 7 every Man's Conſcrence in the 
© Sight of God; and indeed he hath ſufficient Rea- 
ſon to reſtrain him from ſo doing, fince by his 
© pleading for Tithes, the Fruits of Popi/h Craft 
and Superſtition, he is effectually prohibited 
from ſaying with them, that he hath renounced 
8 the bidden Things of Diſhoneſity, not walking in 
1 VC 
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Craftineſs, nor handling © the Word of God deceit- 
fully. No Wonder that he deſpairs of convinc- 
ing the:Qyakers of the 3 of a Claim, which, 

as himſelf believes, the Conference even of his 
own Hearers uncompell'd would alſo dictate to 
them the Refuſal of. The Examziner's Intereſt 
may well inſtru& him to be cautious of commu- 
nicating to his Hearers the Knowledge of avoid- 
ing Payments which their Conſciences perſuade 
them to be unjuſt; for in ſuch a Caſe he ſeems 
ſenſible that their Ignorance is his beſt Security. 
Me now come to the other Point of his Ob- 
jection, viz. that the Power of the Juſtices is 
too ſhort,” which he thus expreſſes, pag. 58, 
diz. but the greateſt Uncertainty ariſes from 
e their Defect of Power, in compelling the Qua- 
„ ger to anſwer upon his Affirmation; or to 
e ſummon and oblige unwilling Witneſſes to ap- 
<<- pear.” Upon this Point the Examiner lays 
no ſmall Streſs: This Objection, Jays be, can- 
ec not too often be inſiſted on, till it receive an 
C Anſwer,” But this Objection hath been al- 
ready anſwered, and therefore ought not in 
Reaſon to be inſiſted on again until that Anſwer 
be replied to. T was inſiſted on long ago by the 
Clergy of the Dioceſe of London, in certain Obſer- 
vations: by them publiſhed in a Paper call'd the 
Weekly Miſcellany of March 17th 1737. And al 
Anſiver ' thereto was publiſhed in the. }hitehall 
Evening Poſt of the 1ſt of April 1738. Part 
of which Anſwer we ſhall thence tranſcribe 
di. the Words of the Act, (viz. that it ſhal 
and may be lawful to and for the two next juſ- 
<« tices of the Peace — to convene before them 
5 "Om 1 
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. 
the Quaker or Quakers neglecting of refuſing 
to pay or compound for the Same; and ex- 
amine upon Oath; which Oath the Juſtices 
te are hereby impowered to adminiſter, or in 
% ſuch Manner as by this Act is provided, the 
* Truth and Juſtice of the ſaid Complaint, and 
© to aſcertain and ſtate what is due and payable 
| © by ſuch ©zaker or Quaters to the Party or 
Parties complaining,”) are ſo plain and full 
as to evince the Miſtake of the Clergy in. aflert- 
ing, that they have no Right to the Oath or 
Affirmation of the Party before the. Juſtices ; 
but, fays the Obſerver, he, the Remarker, 
& © ſhould have added to make his Argument 
„good, that they are likewiſe required ſo to do; 
which the Act does not ſay, and the Juſtices 
„may not think.“ Nor is it reafonable they 
ſhould : The Ad ſuppoſes the Juſtices capable 
of diſcerning what Evidence is ſufficient to deter- 
mine their own Judgment: If the Quaker ap- 
| pears, they are the proper Judges whether it be 
gneceſſary ſo to examine him or not. But here 
the Ob/erver ſtarts a Difficulty, © If the Quaker 
will not appear or will not anſwer,” but partly 
ſolves it himſelf by acknowledging, that in- 
„ deed, in Caſes where the Vicar can make 
Proof of the Number and Quantity of the 
Things taken away, the Juſtices may eſtimate 
the Value and proceed to Diſtreſs, notwith- 
ſtanding ſuch Non- appearance and Contempt 
on the Part of the Suatler. What he here 
ſays of Things taken away, is true of Things not 
talen away, viz. the | Farmer's viſible Stock of 
Things titheable. The Quantity of his F * 
= ET — 55 85 an 


and the Number of his Pigs, Geeſe, &c. may be 
known, computed, and proved by Witneſſes, and 
the Tithe of what is ſo proved, or the Value of it, 
the Juſtices may grant the Vicar : Or, in caſe of 
the OQuaſers Non- appearance, they may take the 
Vicar's Complaint pre confeſſo, and proceed. 
What reaſonable Man would deſire more than to Þ 
. E and have? Or in caſe of Diſpute, to prove his Þ 
laim and recover it? Is not this the uſual Þ 
Method of aſcertaining the Tithe ? And can any] 
May be more plain and eaſy for the Vicar? But] 
the Obſer ver, to make ſhew of a Myſtery, where 
none is, proceeds upon a Suppoſition of the Far. 
mer's having robb'd the Vicar, and concealed or | 

taten away his ſmall Tithes; a Thing ſcarce prac- þ 
ticable in any confiderable Quantity: For how | 
can he conceal the Tithe, without concealing 

| alſo the Things titheable ? which are generally | 
| of too publick a Nature to eſcape the Notice of | 
=. other People. Is not the Recovery of his known Þ 
| Claim by a ſhort and eaſy Method, far more] 
agreeable to the Charafer of a peaceable and] 
good Natur d Clergyman, than the facrificing, Þ 
upon a bare Surmiſe of imaginary Concealments, 
his own and his Neighbour's Quiet by a vexa - 
tious Law-Suit, for the Recovery of he nous 
not what? This, we apprehend, is the 1 
State of the Caſe; and that the Hardſhip is not 
on the Vicar, who is peculiarly favoured with an Þ 
eaſy Method for Recovery of his known Claim; 
but on the poor Quaker or Farmer, who ſtand 
_ expoſed and liable to unnceſſary and ruinous Pro- 
ſecutions at the Will of an angry and contentiou 
Prieſt, not only for real Claims, which, were 


he 
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he ſo difpoſed, he might recover without them, 
but alſo upon meer Surmiſe and Conjecture,” . 

This ſhews, that though the Juſtices have 
not expreſs Power by the A# to © compel the 
« Quader to anſwer,” nor to commit him if he 


|: © refuſes,” yet that Defe# of Power cannot pro- 


« dace © a Defect of Juſtice,” becauſe it is 
abundantly ſupplied by the Power they have, in 
Default of Appearance, to proceed to hear and 


determine the Clergyman's Claim upon the 
7 < Proofs, Evidences and Teſtimonies produced.” 
The Salter s Non-appearance is therefore at his 
' own Peril, and the Hazard of the Juſtices grant- 
ing againſt him whatſoever the Clergyman ſhall 
claim; which Claim may as probably be more, 

|: as leſs, than his legal Demand: If the Quater 
appears, and objects to the Claim, he muſt either 
- ſubject himſelf to the Examination of the Juf- 


tices, or defend himſelf by producing Witneſſes 
to contradi& it; otherwiſe the Cauſe will go 
againſt him, and the Silence of himſelf and the 
Abſence of his Witneſſes, will naturally be con- 
ſtrued to his Diſadvantage. Beſides, where the 
Law empowers the Juſtices by Warrant to ſum- 
mon or convene Perſons before them, it ſeems. 
alſo naturally to imply a Power of enforcing 
Obedience to that Warrant; ſo that tho' the Ex- 
aminer ſays pag. 61. that there is not the leaſt 
Degiee of Power of Compulſion given them by 
<4. the Act, yet, tis not improbable, that the very 
Nature of the Alt may ſo neceſſarily inferr ſome 


Degree of ſuch a Power, as to make any expreſs 


Mention of it unneceſſary. 


C 


/ 
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But ſuppoſing the Juſtices had an undoubted 
Power of committing the Qxaker to Priſon for 
Non-Appearance ; of what Advantage could 
that be to the Clergyman ? Such a Commitment 
muſt neceſſarily obſtruct the Recovery of his | 
Claim; nor could it anſwer any other Purpoſe F 
than that of opprefling his Neighbour without | 
any Advantage to himſelf. Certainly, he that 


| ſhould ſacrifice the Recovery of his — Claim 


to the Exerciſe of ſuch unneceſſary Rigour to- 
ward his Neighbour, would not only merit the 
Loſs he ſuſtains thereby, but muſt juſtly incur the 


Imputation of being diſbonourably ſevere. . 


The Examiner, pag. 62, ſtumbles: upon plain i 
Ground: and ſtates a Doubt in a Caſe moſt evi- 


dent. © It may, /ays he; ſtill be a Doubt whe- | 
e ther if the Sum demanded be under 405. the 


Juſtices can proceed againſt the Quater upon 
ee the Affirmation Act.“ He may, if he pleaſes, 


indulge his Humour of Cavilling, where he has 
nothing material to ſay, by doubting whether a 


Sum under 40s. be under 10/7. for the Affirma- 
tion Act manifeſtly includes every Sum that is io, Þ 
and conſequently by reſolving his Doubt in the 


Affirmative, ſhews the V. g of the Cavil he 
Lune ak about it. 
The Examiner dealen not, that the nee | 


may recover before the Juſtices whatever he can 


prove to be his Due, but the Grievance he com- 


plains of is, pag. 59, that in caſe of a Diſp ute 
e he can have no more than he is able to prove“ 
And he may be in Danger of loſing he knows not 


what, nor can know without a Power of com- 


= * pelling Witneſſes . 1 lays he, pag. 03, N 
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* the Quantity and Value of them, eſpecially 
% Vicarial Tithes, none can be _ preſumed to 
*«* know, but thoſe who are moſt converſant with 
„ the Detainers, or are imployed by them in 
« their Affairs. This pretended Ignorance of 
the Quantity and Value of Vicarial Tithes can no 
more affect the Tithe of the Quakers than of 
others of the Pariſhioners: What therefore the 
Examiner ſays, that ©* unleſs the Clergy will 
e loſe their Property, they muſt neceſſarily have 

« Recourſe to the Courts of Juſtice for Relief,” 
would, if true, make it equally neceſſary for the 
Clergyman to be perpetually at Law with every 
Inhabitant of his Pariſh, (for the Examiner ſup- 
poſes, pag. 49, that he may have an unſetled Ac- 
count with every one of them) and to cite all Per- 
ſons employed in their Affairs into the“ Exche- 
quer, that he may know the Extent of his Claim. 
Tis evident, that his Pretence of Neceſſity is not 
real, becauſe he doth find Means, without Re- 
courſe to the Courts of Juſtice, generally to fix 
his Claim, and to receive it from the reſt of his 
Pariſhiqners ; and he might, no doubt, with as 
much Eaſe fix his Claim upon the Qgater, and 
recover it by Warrant from the Juſtices ; for the 
Examiner cannot reaſonably ſuppoſe, that the 
Juſtices will be ſo unfavourable to the Clergy- 
man, as to refuſe to grant him from the Qua- 


ker as much as he uſually receives from others 


in the like Circumſtances . If 8e Union of Prin- 
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\ * Where to fix 4 Claimof a few Shillings be may per- 
haps put himſelf and his Neighbour to the Expence of at 
hundred Pounds. „ Ff 


J. 


(104) 


e e e e e 


(which the Examiner ſuppoſes of ſo great 


Weight in the Caſe of Witneſſes) have any In- 
fluence, it muſt neceſſarily be in the Clergy. | 
man's Favour, with Regard to the Juſtices, who 


cannot be otherwiſe than of his Church. Where. | 
fore the Examiner's Pretence of a © Defe@ of 


% Power in the Juſtices” to grant what the | 
Clergyman would not apply to them to obtain, | 
appears to be no other than a meer Artifice, to | 
cover his Recourſe to Methods of more Severity, | 


from the deſerved Imputation of Malice and IIl- | 7 
Will, by aſcribing to Neceflity, that which real- | 


ty was the Effet of deliberate Choice and | 


Deſign, 
The Examiner, pag 


. 64, amuſes his Reader | 


with a Pretence that they (the Qyaters) are 
very ready, where they imagine that there is 
the leaſt Defect either in Power, or Form, to 


« fly to thoſe Courts of Juſtice from which they 


<© would exclude the Clergy.” Of this he produces 
what he calls a notorious Inſtance, taken from a late 


Examination publiſhed on Behalf of the Clergy of | 


the Dioceſe of Carliſie: That the Rea der may 
have a right Underſtanding of this pretended In- 


dance, we ſhall tranſcribe the Paſſage it ſelf from | 
the faid Examination, and an Anſwer thereto 


made in a late Vindication printed in 1741. 
The Paſlage in the ſaid Examination is thus, 
In the Year 1719, or 1720, the Farmer of 


e the Rectory Impropriate of Holm-Cultrum, 


having at a great Expence got Warrants,  &c, 
* ſetled by Council at London, proceeded againſt 
A Number of Quabers living in that 5 0 
| OE. | 0 hefore 


ö Cas. 
& before two Juſtices ; nineteen of them appeal- 
* ed from the Judgments given by the Juſtices 
e to the Quarter-Seſſions, where the Judgments 
being confirmed, one John Saul, (as was gene- 
© rally underſtood, at the joynt Expence of the 
Whole Number) brought his Action againſt 
ee the Church-wardens, for levying the Sums 
e directed, by Order of Seſſions to be levied. 
„This Action was tried at Carliſle at the next 
Aſſize, before Mr. Juſtice Price, but a Matter 
in Law ſtarted by the Plaintiff's Council, was 
| © reſerved and ſtated by Council; which being 
* « argued in May 1722, and determined in Fa- 
: © your of the Defendants, the reſt of the Quakers 
e ſubmitted. The Year following, they paid 
| © their Tithes without being ſummoned before 
|: © the Juſtices, and though they have not ſince 
e done that, they and the Quakers in general, 
4 e have, without giving much Trouble, ſubmit- 
ted to the Judgments of two Juſtices” 
The Anſwer thereto was as follows, 5 
* This Proceeding, if true, ſeems very extraor- 
dinary : The getting Warrants ſetled by Coun- 
cil at London, ſhews the Caſes to have been ſo in- 
tricate, that the particular Juſtices applied to 
knew not how to proceed, and conſequently that 
there might be reaſonable Cauſe of appealing to 
the Quarter-Sęſions. The Judgments being 
there confirmed, were ſubmitted to by the Qua- 
bers, except that one Man out of Nineteen, whoſe 
Caſe was attended with a dubious Matter in Lau, 
diſputed it with the Church-wardens: This Act 
of one of them, the Examiner would impute to 
all the reſt, and therefore ſays, at the joynt 
; Expence 
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« Expence of the whole Number,” but A 
ing that this might need a Salvo, he adds, as 


e was generally underſtood.” Again, he aer ö 
tends, © that John Saul brought his Action 


* againſt the Church-wardens for levying the | 
« Sums directed by Order ot Seſſions to be le- 
M: vied.” Though tis not probable that the Ac- F 

tion was for any more than the ſingle Sum levied | 
upon himſelf. Again, the Examiner fays, © that 


the Cauſe being determined in Favour of the 
«© Defendant, the reſt of the Puakers ſubmitted,” Þ 


| though it doch not appear that the reſt of the . 

Nyakers had any concern in the Affair, but had b- 

quietly ſubmitted to the levying the Sums direc: | | 
ted by Order of Seſſions, before John Saul's parti- | 
_ cular Conteſt with the Churchiwardens was be- | 


gun. But the Examiner, under a mere feigned Þ' 
Pretence of the reſt of the Quakers ſubmitting up- 


on the Iſſue of this Suit, uſhers in a downright | 
Falſhood in Fact, viz. © that the Year follow- | 
e ing they paid heir Tithes without being ſum- | 
e moned before the Juſtices.” This is politively | 

denied by them, and the Aſſertor is put upon the 
Proof of it. He adds, © and tho' they have not | 
* fince done that, they, and the Quakers in ge- 
* neral have, without giving much Trouble, ſub- 
<« mitted, in moſt Inſtances, to the Judgments of 
* two Juſtices.” And, no doubt, but they 
would have done ſo in every Inſtance, had the 
Judgment of the two Juſtices been legal and mo- 
derate; for tis not eaſy to conceive that the Qua- 
ers could have any Intereſt in the chargeable Me- 
thod of appealing to the Quarter-Seſſions, if they 
had not been op preſſed. So that the Examiners 
2 notorious g 
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oppreſſed by a Judgment of the Juſtices, erghreen 
of them quietly ſubnutted, and only oe attempt= 
ed to obtain Relief. So that the Examiner, even 
upon the Inſtance himſelf produces, proves the 


peaceable Diſpoſition of the Quaters, by no leſs 
odds, than of eighteen to one, againſt his Aſſer- 
| tion of their being ready to fly to the Courts 
of Juſtice,” We apprehend what hath been 
# ſaid ſufficient to ſhew the Weakneſs of the Exami- 
ner's Objections to the Method provided by thoſe = 
Acts, and to juſtify our calling it, one, uniform, 

} 18 eaſy, and certain Method of Recovery. 


The Examiner's Imagination, pag. 65, that his 


pointing out the Defects” of that Method, 


« may poſſibly encourage others to give an Op- 


« poſition to it,” is but a groundleſs Surmiſe, 


arifing from Self. Conceit, and an Incapacity a 


diſcerning bis own Weakneſs ; ; which he farther 
diſcovers, when only from a deſired Reſtriction 

of the Clergy from unneceſſary Severities toward 
the Quakers, he unreaſonably infers a Danger, 


pag. 65, that the Power of ſecuring their Pro- 
perty is to be taken away, and their legal Eſta- 


*« bliſhment at an end.“ And pag. 66, that the 
*© Eſtabliſhment of the Church of England * 


ſelf is in Danger to be © deſtroy'd ; Was if the 


very Being both of Church and Clergy had its 


Dependence on the Power of exerciſing Rigour, 


and could not ſubſiſt without it. This Power he 


makes neceſſary to the Clergies « defending 


0 


pal! tate the fevereſt Proſecution for Conſcience, 
0 . when 


© notorious Inſtance” amounts to no more than 
this, that in the Caſes of nineteen Quaters being 


themſelves,” a Term under which he would 
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(108). 
when oppoling their Pay; upon which he has 
the Aſſurance to place the Security of the Nation Þ 


in general, when ſpeaking of the Clergy he fays, Þ 
that by defending themſelves, they only guard 
* the Out-Works which ſecure the Rights of the | 

Crown, the Honours of the Nobility, and the 

<< Liberties of the Subject.” Thus does he re- 

preſent the Safety of the King, Lords and Com- 

mons, as dependent upon the Clergies Intereſt, þ 

His Weakneſs in making this Repreſentation Þ 

may have its Service, in ſhewing, not how thing; | 
are; but how the Ambition of aſpiring and per- 

ſecuting Clergymen could wiſh they were: But! 
let the Examiner ſurmiſe what he lifts, other Men 
may nevertheleſs think, that tis not poſſible for 
the moſt univerſal Exerciſe of Clemency, Modera- 
tion, and good Nature in the Clergy toward the 

Quaters, in the Recovery of their Claims, to be 

in any wiſe prejudicial to the Security of the Eſta- 
bliſhment either in Church or State. 
Fis Talk, pag, 67, of the Quakers © aſſuming 
«© a Character ſuperior to the Law, and contemn- Þ 
e ing the Authority of the Courts of Juſtice,” Þ 
is fully replied to in pag. 69, 70, 71, fore-f 
going. The Expence and Charge occafioned Þ 
by unneceſſary Law Suits, ought of Right to fall 
on the Perſon who. unneceſſarily brought thok ÞF 

| Suits, and who, had he been defirous of ob- 

«* taining his Demand without a Suit,” was in Þ 
the Poſſeſſion of a Method of fo doing. 
The Examiner, pag. 68, mentions © the Pu- 
. < niſhment Invaders of Property undergo,” and 

that © in Caſes relating to the Crown Revenue, 
« the Laws have been forced to add ſeverer Pu- 
| | | © niſhments 


1 
ee niſhments than treble Damages.” But this dotli 
not in the leaſt affect the Quaters, who neither 
mvade any Man's Property, nor leſſen the 
Crown's Revenue. In the Caſe of Tithes they 
eſteem themſelves the Perſons whoſe Property is 
invaded; wherefore © the making ruinous Sei- 
= © zures upon them for treble Damages,” only 
for retaining their own Property, may reaſona- 
%% OD 
In pag. 69, the Examiner cavils at our © cen- 
ee furing the Practice of proſecuting one for an 
Example to others, as common, though un- 
ee chriſtian and inhuman,” but takes no Notice 
of the real Cauſe of thoſe Proſecutions upon which 
that Cenſure is grounded. We are not ignorant, 
that the Moſaick Law obliged Thieves to reſtore 
fourfold, and that penal Statutes have been made 
for the Terror of Evil-Doers. But this is alto- 
gether foreign to the Purpoſe. Let the Exami- 
ner keep cloſe to the Point, and it will be incum- 
bent upon him to ſhew, that the Practice of in- 
flicting Penalties upon Men for the Exerciſe of 
their Conſcience in Matters relating to the Chriſ- 
tian Religion, is © conſiſtent with the Charac- 
« ter of a Clergyman, a Chriſtian, and an En- 
e giſpman. Without this he does nothing but 
evade the Point in Controverſy, For, the Sa- 
E ters are perſuaded in Conſcience that the Pay- 
ment of Tithes is forbidden by the Chriſtian Reli- 
gion: The Writer of the Examination on Behalf 
of the Dioceſe of London was for making them, 
in this Caſe, an Example to others for ob/;nate 
dot h-holding them. Whereupon in their Vindi- 
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( 110 ) 


cation, they obſerved, * that « a falſe Notion of 


Juſtice in making Men Examples to others for 
their O&/tinacy about Religion, has been a 


great Engine of Ecclefiaſtical Tyranny in all 
* Ages: An infallible Trap to catch the poor 
Saints in; for when 10 Crime could be laid to 
«thei Charge, Innocence itſelf has been made 
* One, under the Imputation of OksTIxAcV. 


cc 


This caſt Daniel to the Lyons ; and the K 


2 Children into the Fiery Furnace ; this p 


the Primitive Chriſtians to Death: © 7 -_ 
ſed ( ſays PLINy in his Letter to TRAJAN the 
mperor) this Method with ſuch as have been 
brought before me as CuRISTLIANS : I firſt de- 
manded of them whether they were Chriſtian 8 


Upon Confeſſion, T repeated the fame Queſtion, 
threat ning Puniſhment, and 1 = perfiſted 1 
* commanded Tp to be executed: For I did not 


cc. 


at all doubt, but that, whatever their Profeſſion 


C as, their Stubbornneſe and inflexible OBST IN Acx 
« ought to be puniſhed. This he did to make them 
an EXAMPLE Fo others, This Imputation 
© OBSTINACY led our Protefkant Martyrs to the 


Stake. And tis under this Imputation of On- 


© communications are, even to this Day, ſome- 


times denounced againſt Men not guilty ot 
by the Breach of one Goſpel Precept. 


The Examiner's great Defect is, that he 8 


0 not ſhew the Chriſtianity of paying Tithes, nor 


their Conf Nen 2 with the Doctrine of the Goſpel, 


5— 


but, 


5 . 


6— 
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ry, the Quakers Refuſal of paying them may be 
| perfectly Chriſtian : And it fo, all the Examiner's 


defrauding the Crown, and other like Offences, 


* n _ 5 * 2 * 
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lous Inſinuations, and abuſive Reflections upon 


to the Matter in Controverſy. 


He miſtakes in ſaying, This (the Clergies) 


Men's Property, the Clergy would never have 
had a pretence to any in Tithes. 


the peculiar Favour of a conciſe, and caſy Me- 
| thod of Recovery: And yet the Examiner has 


the 


but, for any thing he has advanced to the contra- 


Obſervations about Penal Statutes, and Puniſh- 
ments inflicted in Caſes of Invaſion of Property, 


when ſtript of the Supplemental Aid of ſcanda- 


the Puakers, will be © found” either © to have 
* no Meaning,” or ſuch as is altogether foreign 


« Property (viz, in T:thes) is in its own Nature 
at leaſt equal to the reſt of the Subjects:“ be- 
| cauſe their Foundation is different. The Proper- 
ty of the reſt of the Subjects is founded on Equi- 
ty; that of the Clergy only on Law : Had not 
the Law ſwerv d from its Office in guarding other 


The Examiner goes on, pag. 70, 71, 72, in 
ſuch a manner as if the © ws. 4 Maintenance of 
tho Clergy depended upon the Exerciſe of Severi- 
ty toward the Drakers ; for the defired Reſtriction 
had Relation to them only. In Regard to the 
Tithes recoverable from their own Hearers, andall 
others, except the Quaers, there was no Attempt 
made to alter any thing: Both the O/d Founda- 
© tions, and the Additional Fences, which ſecure 
their Tithes to them, were to have remained un- 
touched; and as to the Prakers, the Exerciſe of 
Old Severities was made altogether necdleſs by 
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the weak Aſſurance to talk, as if the Lows 


* 'which had ſtood the Teſt of Ages were going 


e to be taken away,” the Clergy, © by a Ge- 


ee neral Outlawry, to be put out of the King's 
& Protection, and as if © their ALI. was at 


« Stake.” A terrible Outcry! But for what? For 
the Power of oppreſſing thoſe from whom they 


may recover their Claims with Eaſe: A Power, 
which they pretend a Neceſſity of retaining, for 
the ſake of making the conſcientious With-hol- 


der of Tithes © an Example to others,” that 


they, ſecing the Quaker ruined by ſuch a Proſecu- 
tion, may be terrified from conteſting the Cler- 
gies Demands : But neither this Examiner, nor | 
any other Writer on the Clergies Part, hath yet 
ſhewn us what we aſk'd for in the Beginning of 
the preſent Controverſy, viz. * © Where is the 


& Chriſtianity, or even Humanity, of ſacrificing a 
75 v4 8 


Man, his Eſtate, or Liberty, with ſuch a dread- 
"= Deſign i ?” The 2zakers Requeſt to the Le- 
giſlature was in effect, that they might be fecured 


from the Power of being ſo ſacrificed. The 


Clergy exerted themſelves with a remarkable Ve- 
| hemence and Zeal to oppoſe that Requeſt ; but 
though 'tis generally known, with what an un- 


common Concern they laboured to retain the 
Power of Oppreſſing, yet the Examiner ſeems 


uneaſy, that * for this only they are ſtiled Ad- 
vocates for n 


75 
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The Examiner, pag. 73, obſerves, that © One, 


„ who whilſt the Bill was depending, eſpouſed 
« their Cauſe, who tho' he declares he has no 
« Acquaintance among them (let thoſe who can 
believe it) mentions 1153 Proſecutions without 
the leaſt Imputation upon any but the Clergy, 
and thereupon breaks out into a Rani, © The 
utmoſt Force of Imagination cannot paint an 
« Dell more terrible to our Fears, than what 


« the Cruelty of the Clergy daily jets before our 


92 Eyes. For this he cites the Anſwer to the 


Country Parſen's Plea, pag. 80, but what is this 
to the Puakers? T he Examiner himſelf ac- 
knowledges, that They did not lay the Whole 


to the Charge of the Clergy.” The Imputa- 


tion then is none of theirs, The Writer of that 
Anſwer, who calls himſelf a Member of the 
Houſe of Commons, was probably of the Ex- 
aminer's Own. Church, and the Quakers (who 


certainly know that they had as. little Acquain- 
tance with him as he declares he had amon 

them)are in no wiſe anſwerable either for his Ii 
putations or his Sarcaſins. At the Latter of theſe 


the Examiner ſeems to imitate him, when he 
calls him © this Wretch, whoſe W and 
* Scurrility had rendred him beneath Notice, who 


% like an Inſect had ſtruck his Sting againſt, 
« what it could not wound, and died.” Thus 


J the Exanuner ſtings a dead Man; a Thing 
which perhaps no Inſect would do. The Ex- 
aminer's Inſinuation, as to the Cauſe of his 


Death, ſeems Uncharitable, and may probably be 
unjuſt: Let the Examiner, if living, but conſidet, 


what a Quantity of Poyſon bimſelf has emitted 
againſt 
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( 114) 
againſt the Quakers in ſeveral Pages of his Pam- 
phlet ; and his own being yet alive may ſerve for 
a Confutation of his Remark, and may effectually 
convince him, that a fruitleſs Diſcharge of Venom 
does not always Iſſue in preſent Death: How 
ever we cannot but obſerve, that the Examiner 
on this Occaſion expreſſes as mach Uneaſineſs as 
if the Sting of an Inſect had really wounded him. 
But, be that as it will, twas the Clergies own 


8 Conduct which at that Time brought upon them 


the Imputation of all thoſe Proſecutions which 
no Body elſe appear'd to defend. This Impu- | 
tation had ſtill remained on them, had not the | 
Juſtice of the Qyakters taken off a great Part of 
the Blame they had laid themſelves under ; for, 
by publiſhing the Brief Account, they placed | 
each particular Proſecution at the Door of it 
| own Author, and diſcharged the Clergy from 
very Fact which did not in the ſtricteſt Senſe | 
3 belong to them. Had the Examiner | 
been a generous Adverſary, he muſt have ac- | 
| knowledged the candid and ingenuous Dealing 
of the 2yakers in this Reſpect ; but he appears | 
both ungenerous and unjuſt, in aſcribing to the 
9uakers the ſarcaſtich Expreſſions of a Perſon, pro- 
bably a Member of his own Church, in which 
they had not the leaſt Concern. Their produ- f 
cing Quotations from that Writer, and their 
Approbation of his Reaſoning in What they io Þ 
produced, doth not make them Reſponſible B 
either for his Language or Sentiments in any 
other Part of his Writing. Nor does the Eu- 
aminer's Anger at an Expreſſion of that Author 
which we did not cite, in the leaſt tend to de- 
„ 1 mont:rat ? 


( 115 ) 
monſtrate the Weakneſs of his Reaſoning in 
what we did cite. Such evaſive Subterfuges only 
diſcover a Deficiency of Matter for a ſolid Reply. 

His Cavils, pag. 74, at the Brief Account, are 
ſcarce worth regarding. The Matters of Fact in 
that Account are ſo clear and plain, that the 
” moſt ſubtil and evaſive Attempts to confute it 
= have hitherto prov'd ineffectual: And the pre- 
ſent Examiner of only ſeven Caſes therein appears 
ſo diffident of his Succeſs, as that he dares not 
ſubmit his Scrutiny of them to the Peruſers of 
it, without previouſly attempting to byaſs their 
Judgments with no leſs than eighty eight Pages of 
perverſe and abuſive Miſrepreſentations 

| He buſies himfelf, pag. 75, in making a ly 
= Diſtinction betwixt Memoirs and Records, which 


oh, 


dots 


are but vs Names fot one Thing; and expoſes 
his Weakneſs (pag 76) by talking of the © gi. 
ative Power of keeping Memorandums. 
The Credit of our Records is with us undoubt- 
ed, and the Compariſon the Clergy have hitherto 
made of them with thoſe of the Courts of Law, 
have generally tended to confirm the Truth of 
them. The Examiner's ſaying, that theſe Re- 
cords are kept with the greateſt Privacy, not 
permitted to be ſeen by any but the Friends, 

and by few of thoſe,” is not true, becauſe not 
one of the Friends is excluded from ſeeing them, 
nor do we know that any Perſon, upon reaſon- 
e able Application, and juſt Cauſe aſſigned; was 
Y 


DALES 
* 
ne rn TG 


ever denied the Liberty of inſpecting them: 
0 that the Examiner's Notion of their © Con- 
r cealment” being but imaginary, his © Suſpis 
N 4 con” of their © Fal/hood” ariſing from thence, 


( 11 6 * 
18 groundle eſs. Whatever the Examiner is * in- 
4 clin'd to think,“ who ſeldom fails to think | 
amiſs of the Wuakers, they have nothing to fear 
from the Inſpection of their Records by the | 
Members of Parliament, or any Body elſe, be- 
cauſe the Evidence of '7 ruth they carry, is © 
plain and undiſguiſed, that they cannot fail of 
being /eaft Suſpected by thoſe who moſt inſpect 
: them. | 
The Truth of the Brief Account has reduced 
the Examiners of it to the hard Neceſlity of raiſ- 
ing feigned Pretences of Falſhood from ſuch tri- 
vial Miſtakes, as the tranſcribing and printing 1 
a Variety of Papers are more or leſs unavoid- 
ably incident to. Another miſerable Shift they 
have been reduced to is, that of Applying ſuch a Þ 
_ Miſtake in ſome particular Fact, to a Multitude Þ 
of other Facts, entirely diſtinct and independent, 


and which have no Manner of Relation thereto. 


The Recourſe to ſuch Methods of Defence is an | 


aſſured Symptom of a diſtreſſed Cauſe. But in Þ 


Defence of their drawing general LOR: from 
particular Premiſes, this Examiner ſays, pag. 77, 
If a Witneſs be proved falſe in one Part of he 
We Ev idence, tho' poſſibly he may not be deted- Þþ 
ed in other Parts, would the Perſons produ- 
<« cing him be allowed to inſiſt, that what he 
© depoſes, are diſtin& and independent Fact, 
and his Miſtake (for by that Term they might 
be apt to palliate his Falſhood) is not appli 
cable to all the Reſt? Undoubtedly they 
«« would not.“ This undoubted Reſolution o 
his is 'drawn from a falſe State of the Caſe: 
For the Facts in the Brief Account are not only 
diftind ; 


(mw) 


22 from, and independent of, one another, 
but the Narrative of each Fact was received from 
a diſtinct and ſeparate Perſon: And certainly 


the Miſtake of one Perſon in his Relation of 
one particular Fact, cannot with any Colour 


of Reaſon or Juſtice, be preſumed to detract. 
from the Credit of other Perſons in their ſe- 


veral and diſtinct Relations of other diſtinct 


and ſeparate Facts, ſuch as thoſe in the Brief 
Account are. 

The Examiner FRY and "OY Ine © Nay far- 
« ther, if it ſhall appear that thoſe, who pro- 
« duce the Evidence, have been tampering with, 
* and preparing it, either to conceal Part of the 
Truth, or by Ambiguous Words to diſguiſe 
3 the proving this will bring a Diſcredit upon 


< any other Evidence which they may bring to 
« ſupport ſuch ſeparate and diſtinct Facts.“ 


We ſhall endeavour to demonſtrate, that he 
has not prov'd any ſuch Matter as he ſuggeſts, 


and that the Inſtances he produces are inſuffi- 


cient for ſuch a Purpoſe. 


The firſt Inſtance he produces is that of a 


Clergyman's having been charg'd with © proſe- 


« cuting a Quater at Law for a Matter reco- 
« verable by the 7th and 8th of King William 
III. and it is proved that the Perſon they name 
« was not proſecuted at all.” 1 
The Inſufficiency and Fallacy of this Inſtance 


we have demonſtrated in our Vindication written 
in Anſwer to the Examination in Defence of the 


Clergy of the Dioceſe of Tori. See the ſaid 


| Vindication from pas- 139 to pag. 150. 


(8) 


His next Pretence is of too many Inſtances 


© where the Proſecution was begun before thoſe If 


Acts were in being,“ 


To this . the Reader will find an Anſwer in 
1 fab 46, and 47, of the aforeſaid Vindication. 
And in pag. 56, 57, of the ſame ; where the In- 
ſufficiency of thoſe #9 Inſtances, which he de- 
ceitfully calls 200 many, is fully ſhewn. FF 
We now come to an Inſtance of his own pro- 
8 ducing, pag. 78, where he ſays, ce So likewiſe in 
_< tampering with and preparing their Evidence; 
ce to mention an Inſtance among many, when 
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« Amos Bickbam is faid to have been proſecuted | 


* in the Ecclefiaftica] Court, at the Suit of John 
* Swain Clerk; and this is brought as an In- 
c ſtance of a Proſecution there for a Matter re- 
* coverable by the aforeſaid Statutes, if upon | 
e Examination it ſhall appear that Swain was | 
* only a Pariſh-Clerk, and ſued there for his | 
* Wages as ſuch, and that he had no Remedy 
* by þ Sa of thoſe Statutes. Is not here a groſs 
© Prevarication, by the Ambiguity of the Word | 
* Clrk, joined with the Falſity, that it was 
for Dues recoverable by thoſe A#s? As this 


whe Evidence has been thus prepared and inſtruct- | 


<« ed by them, what Credit can be given to it, 


e when applied to different and diſtinct Facts ?” q 


Upon this Inſtance the Examiner notably ex- 


ee are ſpoken,” Puffendorf, to define e the 88. 
* nification of the Word Knave; and Tocrates, 


{5 We 


erts himſelf, and diſplays his Reading by quoting | 
Grotius, to new that © Words are to be made 
Ws + of according to the Senſs in which they 
may be underſtood by thoſe to whom they 


Ce) 


to how © that to uſe ambiguous Sayings i in 1 Ju- | 
| « dicial Contentions is ſcandalouſly baſe, and a 
very high Degree of Wickedneſfs,” 
But what will the Reader think of this Ex- 
* ominer, if it ſhall appear that all this Charge of 
Prevarication, Ambiguity, and Wickedneſs, has 
no other Foundation than an Error of the Preſs, 
in omitting the Word Pariſbp and that the Ex- 
aminer in all Probability could not avoid ſeeing 
it to be ſo. For Proof of this, we refer to a Col 
lection of Inſtances relating to Pariſh-Clerks taken 
by himſelf from the Brig Account, and inſerted 
in his Exammation, pag. 8 5, where he cites 
tuelve ſeveral Caſes containing the Proſecutions: 
of twenty one Perſons for Clerk's-Wages. In all 
which Caſes himſelf admits the Pariſh-Clerk to 
be plainly deſcrib'd as ſuch. The Inſtance of 
Amos Bickham by him produced is the thirteenth 
Caſe of the ſame Nature. With what Colour of 
{Reaſon can the Examiner ſuppoſe, and with 
what Face can he aſſert, that the Compilers of 
the Brief Account had a Deſign of impoſing Pa- 
[ti/b-Clerks upon their Readers for Parſons, by 
the Ambiguity of the Word Clerk, when he 
paint ſees, that 'tis left ambiguous only in one 
aſe of Thirteen, in every one of which they 
* an equal Opportunity of ſo leaving it ? 
This we think a clear and reaſonable Proof, 
Mat the leaving it ſo in that one Inſtance was ac 
dental, and not deſigned. But the Strength of 
Prejudice againſt the Qyakers, has betray'd the 
Examiner into a moſt apparent Act of Injuſtice, 
charging the Qyakers as guilty of . Pre- 
Wrication, from the Printer's Omiſſion of a 
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6120) 
forgle Word in one Inſtance, in Defiance of Fe 
plain and undeniable Proofs of their Innocence 
which himſelf had collected. He ſhould have 
conſidered what the learned“ Author, by himſelf 
laſt cited, fays, vis. + Nothing is either 
* honeſt or decent, which is not both ſpoken and 
< done with Juſtice :” But *tis the Unhappineſs 
of thoſe who entertain Prejudices againſt others 
about Religion, || by confidering only the wrong 
<« Side of Things, to fortify their Prejudices to | 
ce ſuch a Degree, that the plaineſt and moſt con- 
s vincing Truths ſhall not be able to have any | 

« Acceſs to them, or make any Impreſſion upon 
<- them.” 355%) ( 
The Examiner is pleaſed to fill his next two 
or three Pages, viz. from pag. 79 to 82, in re- 
citing and reflecting upon ſuch Paſſages as ſuit his] 
Purpoſe of a Controverſy with Thomas Philips, | 
Vicar of Langbarne, who proſecuted Daniel Mil. 
Hams for Tithes. The marginal Note on that! 
Caſe in the Brief Account, pag. 179, begins thus, 
« The Vicar's Demand on Daniel William 
was about 156. 64. and his Son, not a Quaker, Þ 
e tendred the Vicar five Shillings before any 
« Proſecution began, bidding him take his Due 
ce for his Father's Tithe ; but the Vicar refuſed Þ* 
< it, and replied, Daniel muft ſuffer.” The Ex- 
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aminer has only recited ſo much of the Vicar'* 8 
Anſwer to this Paſſage, and of our Reply, as 


might ſerve his Deſign of miſrepreſenting it; 
wherefore we muſt ſupply his Defects. The Vi- 
car in his Examination of this Caſe plainly ac- 
knowledged the Tender made, and did not deny 


the mentioned Reply, but denied that the Perſon 


who made the Tender was Daniel William's Son. 


In anſwer to this he was told, that © Daniel 
« Willamss Son might ſend the Money tendred 


cc cither by his Wile « or ſome other Perſon ; and 


ce *tis well known, that in ſuch Caſes, a Man is 
uſually and in common Acceptation {aid to do 
A Thing, which he employs ancther to do for 
„ him.” This appears to have been the real 
State of the Caſc, nor did the Vicar ever deny 
that the Perſon who made the Tender was ſent 
by Daniel Williams's Son: But as to the Words 
(Daniel muſt ſuffer) the Vicar in his Defence, 
pag. 8, ſays, I do declare, that I never uſed 


« the Words they charge me with, to any Per- 


« fon whatſoever.” But what induced him to 
make this negative Declaration? He tells us in 


the Page next foregoing, where he calls thoſe 
Words a very unkind Reply, and ſuch an One, 
% ſays he, as, I think indeed, I was not capable 
ol making to any One.” Upon which, 


the Remarks upon his Defence, pag. 21, 'tis * 


obſerved © This Plea is very extraordinary. The 


(0. 


« fer: As if it were more unkind to ſay the 


4 — 


2 — 2 


Man, who a&ually made DANIEL ſuffer, pleads, 
that his tender Diſpoſition was incapable of 
an Expreſſion ſo unkind as DANIIL muſt ff. 


{ 
| 
| 
; 
| 
f 
"1 
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_ Thing than to do it: Suppole i it were doubtful, 
. dn Of which 
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(61 
* which we doubt not, whether he ever faid, 
* DANIEL muſt ſuffer, will not his own Actions 
* determine the Point againſt him, when ' tis 
apparent to every Body, that he forthwith pro- 
* ceeded to make DAN TEL ſuffer * Does the 
« Unkindneſs of ſaying DANIEL muſt ſuffer, 
bear any Proportion to that of actually making 
« him ſuffer fifteen Months Impriſonment, and 
© the Sequeſtration of his Eſtate both real and 
“ perſonal?” The Matter ſtands at preſent 
thus; The Vicar denies that he ever us'd thoſe 
Words, DANIEL. muſt ſuffer, to any Perſon 
whatſoever. We are credibly informed that the 
Perſon whom Daniel Williams's Son ſent to tender 


the Money tothe Vicar, and to whom he expreſs'd 


thoſe Words, is yet living, and ready, if requir- Þ 
ed, to make Oath of his uſing that Expreſſion. 
But as we eſteem the preſent Examiner but an 
 offcious Intermedler in this Affair, we ſhall con- 
cern our ſelves no farther therein, till the Vicar 
himſelf ſhall declare his Deſire to have it reaſ- 
ſum'd, In the mean Time, we ſhall only ob- 
ſerve, that the Caſe it ſelf, (abſtract from that 
Expreſſion) was exceedingly grievous and op- 
preſſive, and worthy the nee of thoſe to 
whom it was preſented. | 
The Examiner's Obſervation, pag. 79, 8, | 
that, the Word /ifer is rather a cant Word of 
* the Qualers, when applied to the Payment of 
a juſt Debt, and not likely to have been uſed 
e hy the Vicar; is not juſt: For the Quakers 
never apply that Mord to the Payment of a juſt Þþ 
Debt, but to Proſecutions for unjuſt and unchriſtian | 
Demands, And that 4 ord which they uſe oo 
DS 97 iff y 


01 fly, might very probably be fefingly retorted 
upon them by the Vicar. 


The Examiner's next Pretence is, that th 
Specifications of Cauſes, Perſons, Places, and 
Times, in the Brief” Account, are inſufficient 
to ſupport the Credibility of our Cale preſented 
to the Parliament.” N 
The Repreſentation made in that Caſe was; 
That there had been proſccuted in the Ex- 
chequer, Eccleſiaſtical, and other Courts, for De- 
mands recoverable by the ſaid Ads, (viz of 
the 7th and 8th of K. W. III.) above Eleven 
Hundred of that People, of whom near three 
Hundred were committed to Priſon, and 
ſeveral of them died Priſoners. 8 
Theſe Proſecutions, tho frequently com- 
menced for trivial Sums, from four Pence to 
five Shillings, and great Part of them for Sums 
not exceeding forty Sbillings, have been at- 
tended with ſuch heavy Coſts, and rigorous 
Executions, that about eight hundred Pounds 
have been taken from Ten of them, where 
© © the original Demand did nat amount to Mun, 
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. 94 Thing ſcarce credible, a bare Surmiſe of the 
* Quakers, and requiring a a of Facts 
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| fon, 


The Clergy oppoſed this n as 


to ſupport it.“ 
The Specifications exhibited in the Brief Ace 


© count do, we think, effectually ſupport it in 
erery Particular, by ſhewing, 5 


I. That 1 180 Perſons have been proſecuted. 
II. That 302 of them were committed to Pri- 


8 III. That 


E TIED ET ⁵˙— .. 


5 Title- page of the Brief Account, calls them Ar 
Proſecutions for Demands © recoverable by thok Þ 
Acts. Tho the Word arr is not in the 


ſuppoſes an Ohheckion, © that in ſome of the Caſs 
ee the Yearly Demand was not recoverable by i 
e thoſe Acts: An Objection of fo little Weight, 
that a Clergyman, peaceably inclin'd, may, 3 ; 
_ diveiſe of them have done, eaſily get over it, by 
Arni his Claim into > Parts ſeparately ſo reco- 


a4) 
III. That 9 of them died Priſoners, 
IV. That the Sums ſued for were frequently 


from four Pence to five Shillings : That in * one 
Cafe, a poor Widow and her Son were impri- 
ſoned eleven Months on a Verdict for one Penny 
for Tithe-Wool. And that in + another Cafe 
two Perſons were excommunicated and fent to 
Goal for a Demand of but one Farthing each, for 
a Church-Rate. | 


V. That a great Part of thoſe Profecations 


| were for Sums not exceeding forty Shillings. 


VI. That heavy Cofts and rigorous Executions 


kind attended thoſe Proſecutions, of which there 


are a great many Inſtances ; in ſome of which 


- Proportion of the Sums levied to the Original 
Demand is greater than that of eight Hundred 
Pounds for Demands of Fifteen. ; 


The Specifications therefore are fo far 7 


being defective, that they demonſtrate the Griev- Þ 
ance complained of to be really One than 'twas 
| repreſented. 85 


But the Examiner objects, pag. '$ 3; that the 


Title-page : And the Preface to that Account 


wurd 
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E verable : : Yet to anticipate ſuch an Objection, tis 


alſo obſervd, that © Care has been taken to diſ- 
« tinguiſh thoſe Caſes by ſpecifying the particu- 
lar Sums:“ A Diſtinction, which ſhews the Miſ- 
take of the Examiner's ſaying, © they have ſpe- 
& cified them, as Demands . by thoſe 
« Acts.“ Tis farther obſerved, that © ſuch 


<« Caſes being but few, the Surpluſage of our 


| © Number will MoRE THAN admit of their De- 


<« duction.” A Surpluſage fo large, as to give 
the Clergy Room to exerciſe both that and other 

ſuch Evaſions as the Support of their Cauſe diſpoſes 
them to uſe, without any diminiſhing the Num- 
ber of Proſecutions which our Caſe at firſt _ 


* ſented. 


But, (ays the uae: pag. g 55 ) theſe : are 


« not the only Deductions, unlefs they will ſur- 


© miſe, that Demands not comprehended in 
BY either of the "As, and for which the Juſtices 
© can give no Remedy, were recoverable there- 
© by: Of this Kind are Pariſh Clerks Dues, of 
„ which not a few Inſtances are given to {well- 
c up the Brief Account. But in this he is mif- 
5 taken, for the Brief Account needed no ſwelling 


up, the Number being ſufficient tho theſe Inſtances 
alſo had not been mentioned. We have a better 


Reaſon than that for mentioning them, viz. to 
evince the ſuperlative _— the Eccig efraftical 
ing's Subjects, not 


Courts, in worrying the 
only for Demands recoverable by thoſe As, but 


| even for Claims fo illegal as not to be recover- 
ble by any * Statute or Law of the Realm what 


2 „ ſoever. 


* : : 


9 6 


8 The —_ _ old Popiſh Canons may te aver 


ſuch Claims. 
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( 126 ) 
ſoever. The Examiner appears to have exerciſed 
| His utmoſt Induſtry, in collecting all the Inſtances 
ne could meet with in the Brief Account of this 
Kind; and alſo a Parcel of others, wherein, as 
he ſays, the Brief Account ſets forth the Proſe- 
* cution without telling what the Demand was 
<< for, or for what the Suit was brought.” This 
| Objection we have' already anſwered in our Re- 
marks on the Defence of the Dioceſe of Lzchfield 
and Coventry; which Anſwer is as follows. 
I. Tis to be conſidered that the Act of the 7th Þ 
* and 8th of King William the zd, for Recovery 
* of Tithe from waters, limits no Time, ſo that 
e the Tithe, within the limited Value, for any 
Number of Years, may be recovered thereby. 
II. That any Sum, or Sums whatſoever, not Þ 
exceeding 10. are recoverable thereby upon Þ 
e one Application to the Juſtices. | 
III. That all manner of Tithe whathoerer, 
* whoſe Annual Value does not exceed 10% may 
* be recovered thereby. 
IV. That tis in the Option of the Claimen 
to recover his Demand annually, if he thinks 
„„ 
V. That it very rarely happens that the 
„ Tithe of one Kind, in one Year, from one 
Perſon, amounts to fo much as 100, 
« VI. That if it ſhould happen to amount to 
de more than that Sum, the Claimant, were he 
. diſpoſed, might, by parting his Demand, | 
« dafily make each Fart recoverable by that 
cc WH 5 
From theſe Premiſcs duly. conſidered, 
| ec will printy appear, that it was in the * 
Fc i of 
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( 127 ) 
re f the Clergy, or other Claimants, in ever 
« Inſtance of Proſecution for Tithe, where the 


« Title was not in queſtion, - to have recovered. 


e their Claim by Juſtices Warrants, had they 


ec 
cc 


cc 


„ mention, either what Tithes, or of what Va- 
< Jue they were, in a Collection of Caſes, 

* wherein all the Demands for Tithes, of what 
« Kind or Value ſoever, might have been reco- 
« verable by the laid Aa, at the Option of the 
c Proſecutors.” 1 

Seeing then all Proferutioin of aber: for 

Tithes had a Right to be inſerted in our Account, 
we are under no Obligations to allow the Ex- 
aminer the Liberty of deducting any of them. 
Nevertheleſs, ſhould we: ſo far condeſcend to his 
Weakneſs, as to indulge him in the Deduction 


of all thoſe Caſes which his fertile Fancy has 
enumerated; there will ſtill remain in the Brief 
Account a Number of Proſecutions ſufficient to 


verify our Caſe preſented tothe Members of both 


Houſes of Parliament, to whoſe Conſideration it 


N was humbly admitted. Who they are that have 
| © great ppg for the Per {ons, and Under- 
. « Randing of other Men is too viſible. by their 


| attempting to impoſe upon them the Popiſh Su- 


perſtition of Tithes, under a feigned Notion of 
Divine Right; a when at length that Fiction 


was 'generally ſeen through, to delude them a- 


| freſh with a ſpcious Pretence of Pr oteftant Pro- 
erh. ion 


The Examiner farther objects, pag. 86, 
15 = They complain, that the Proſecutions were 
vers 


been deſirous to uſe that Method. Wherefore 
we were under no manner of Obligation to 
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( 128 ) 
ce ſevere, attended with exceſſive Coſts and Char- 
* ges, the Proceedings ruinous and deſtructive, 
< that they were Grievances that required Re- 
e dreſs, and apply this to the Caſes in general.” 
?Tis certain that the Proſecutions in general were 
of one and the fame Nature, and that all of 
them had a Tendency to produce the ſame rui- 
nous mnt Jer cnn of Sequeſtrations or Impriſon- 
ments, as too many of them did. If the ruinous 
Effects of ſome of them were prevented, by the 
Proſecutor's afterward declining to proceed, or 
by any other Means; the Nature of the Profe. Þþ 


cution it ſelf was not alter'd by thoſe Means of Þ 


preventing the End it evidently - tended to: The | 


Proſecutor's deſiſting from the unneceſſary Mea- 


ſures by him taken, ſhews, that his more ſedate 
and 4 Judgment did diſapprove of the ; 
 Raſhneſs and Severity of his own Choice.  þ| 
Fe. The Pretence of a Defect of Power in the | 
, Juſtices” we have before ſhewn to be only i 
* ſurmiſed” by the Examiner, to palliate the 
' Proſecutor's determin'd Rejection of that Method; 
and the Pretence of © diſcovering and aſcertain- 
« ing the Quantity and Value of the Demand” Þ 
has been frequently advanced for no other End, 
than to cover a malicious Proſecution in the Ex- 
chheguer, or Kcclefiaſtical Courts, under the ſpe- 
cious Veil of a feigned Neceſlity ; ; While there 
has not been any Colour of © Pretence that the 
© Quafer refuſed to ſubmit to the Examina 1 F 
i of the Juſtices, © before the Suit was brought. 
| Seeing then the Legiſlature in this Caſe, by Þ 


indulging the Clergy with a more eaſy Method j 


of recovering their Claim, Has rendred their 
5 Recouik 


"13; 


Recourſe to ſeverer Methods unneceſſary, the 
Choice of thoſe Methods is juſtly fo be con- 
demned as Unchri/tian, "T's a known Maxim in 
Law, that Cęſante ration Legis, ceſſat Lex; 
now, the Reaſon of thoſe Laws in this Caſe is 
ceated, wherefore a Reſtriction from the Uſe of 


them in this Caſe is juſt, 


CO IIS 


The Examiner's Query, pag 8, « Can they | 
© ſhew any Law which may not be abuſed on one 


Side or the other, does not affect the Reſtric- 


tion in this Caſe propoſed; which is not con- 


cerning a Point wherein the Law may be abuſed, 


but wherein the Law cannot be recurr'd to with- 
out Abuſe. And in ſuch Cafes, an wnavordable 
Abuſe of a Thang is a valid Objedtion againſt the 


92 of it. 


Wherefore it may be very conſiſtent with the 
Juſtice of the Legiſlature to reſtrain Men from 
the Exerciſe even of a Power otherwiſe legal, in 
Caſes wherein it can't be exercis'd without Op- 
prefſion. 

Tis their own e Recourſe to ſeverer 


Methods, which is indeed“ moſt injurious to 


« the Character of the Clergy ;” and the Ex- 
aminer is injurious to the Pugkers, in attributing 
to their ju? Cenſure, that which was the real 
Conſequence of the Clergie's unj#/# Choice. A 
Choice by which we charitably ſuppoſed them 
to © ſacrifice their own Quiet,” not * 
ing them to be of ſuch a Diſpoſition, as to 
ſue © the Oppreſſion and Ruin of their Newt 
* bours” without ſome Uneaſineſs. 
If, as the Examiner ſays, pag. 88, © the 
e Quahers ventur ing to deſcend to Particulars, ond 
* to 


— 


Tis 3. 


eto lay before the Publick” their Brief Account 
of Proſecutions, has greatly conduced to vindicate 
* the Characters of the Clergy ;” we envy them 
not the Advantages receiv'd therefrom. Tho' Þþ 
we think, that had that Account, in its own plain 
and undiſguiſed Relation of Facts, been of 75 | 
Service to the Clergy, the Abundance of 
Craft and ffudied Fallacies, which the Grand! 
Examiners of it have exerciſcd to pervert it, might 
have been ſpared. 8 
The Examiner's Irony, that © the Meeknek 
< of our Spirit has appear'd from our general 
«© Writings,” we apprehend, we have given no 
juſt Occaſion for in this Controverſy. We have 
endeavoured to diſcharge our ſelves towards the 
Clergy therein, by expreſſing Truths to them 
_ unacceptable, in a Manner not juſtly offenſive. 
The Examiner however might have forborn to 
mention Meekneſs of Spirit in a Performance 
which abundantly diſcovers his own Want of it. 
We have hitherto endeavoured to clear the 
 Duakers Chriſtian Scruple of Conſcience from the 
groſs Abuſes of the Examiner, the Acts of the 
7 & 8 of K. V. III. from his Charge of Inſuffici- 
ency, and the Brief Account, with the Defences of 
it, from his Mifrepreſentations. We are next to 
conſider his Examination of thoſe few particular 
Caſes, which he has thought ſo long a Preamble 


of gexeral Calumny and Dif neceſſary to in; 
troduce. 
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* As Es confidered; 


. E Rewer is pleas d pag. 8g, 90, to 
11 make a nice Calculation of the Number 
of Pariſhes in the Dioceſes of Canterbury and of 
E Rocheſter, and in the Deanry of Shoreham, a pe- 
culiar Subject to the Archbiſhop of Canterbury ; 3 
which Calculation iſſues in this, that © the Pro- 


| © ſecutions by the Clergy were all in the Court 
of Exchequer, and out of 220 Incumbents, 
as the Number is computed to be in the Dio- 
« ceſe of Canterbury, four only, have ſued there 
“ within forty Years, and One in the Deanry ot 


Shoreham,” 


— ” 4 I . a 
9 r - 

A gn 8 . v * 
j * e TTV 
1 * ern 5 a 


Introduction, that the Brief Account of Pro- 
ſecutions, by the Fewneſs of the Caſes in fo 
'L many Years within that Dioceſe, did ſuffici- 
** ently juſtify the general Conduct of the Clergy 
there: By which general Conduct they ſeem to 
ſhewy their general Diſapprobation of ſuch Pro- 
[2 kecutions; Which therefore, had not the Ex- 


e e e 


auiner undertook to juſtify them, ought to have 
been regarded as the . _wy of the particular 


F Leons who 10 ſued. 
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„ 
We are told, that of theſe five Clergymen, 
ce four had been dead many Years before the 
Publication of the Brief Account. And what 
of that? Are the Facts leſs true becauſe thoſe 
who did them were mortal? Certainly not. 
What elſe would the Examiner infer from their 
Death? That © they are all cruelly charged.” 
A Cruelty which never exiſted but in his own 
Imagination; for, we can aſſure him, that the 
Compilers of the Brief Account knew not, but 
that they were all alive at the Time of its Publi- Þ 
cation. But what's the Charge he talks of? Only 
this, that Since the Ads made in the 7th Þ 
and 8th Years of the Reign of King Villiam 
„ the 3d, for the more eaſy Recovery of Tithes, 
« Church-Rates, &c. thoſe that have made the 
* former expenſive Ways of Proceeding their 
 * Chorce, ſeem to be left without Excuſe, and 
to act upon other, leſs juſtifiable, Moti ves, than 
the mere Recovery of their pretended Dues.” Þ 


A 


Which is but a general and natural Inference 


drawn from the very Nature of the Facts them- 
ſelves. Wherefore, the © Veracity of the Charge“ 
as he calls it, is ſo neceſſarily connected with the 
Truth of the Facts, that it cannot be avoided Þ 
without diſproving them: Which whether the 
Examiner has done or not, we are next to con- 
ſider. , = 
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* Preface to the Brief Account, pag. 5. 


1 


CASE 1. 


„ JohN Love the Younger of Canterbury 


B 'RIEF ACCOUNT, pag. 61, 62. [A] 1698. 


<© was proſecuted in the Exchequer for Tithes, at 


© the Suit of Humphry Brailgford, Parſon of 


« the Pariſh called All- Saints in Canterbury. 


To which this Note [ A] is ſubjoined. 


John Love was a poor Man, and had a 
« Wife and four Children; the Demand for 


© Tithe was 2/7. 12s. o d. for about five Years, | 


* (tho' his Rent was but 5/. per Annum.) He was 
« committed to Canterbury Goal on the 27th of 


IM the Month called February 1698-9, and con- 


« tinued Priſoner about fourteen Months, after 
* which the Parſon releas'd him” 
This is the Caſe : What has the Examiner to 
object to it? He produces pag. 92, what he calls 
the Anfwer of the Reverend Mr. James Hen- 
ſtridge the preſent Incumbent, who owns, that 
John Love was there confined in Goal for not 
« paying of Tithe,” but adds, The Demand 
* of which was very ſhort of the Rent of the 


* Houſe he lived in, it being akoays rented at 


«* 8/. per Annum. This always is not well ſup- 
ported by the Incumbent's ſpecifying, that“ he 
no receivgs 16 Shillings per Annum, which 
is ſcarce a valid Proof of what the preſent Rent 
is, much leſs of what the Rent always was: 
Doubtleſs the Incumbent at that Time, who in 


| his Exchequer-bill fixes © the Rent at 5/ a | 


V 


C38 

« Year,” had as good Means of being rightly 
inform'd what John Love's Rent then was, as the 
preſent Incumbent can be ſuppos d to have above 
forty Years after. If the Houſe and its Rent 
have been improv'd fince that Time, fuch Im- 

rovement was without doubt at the Charge of 
the Owner of the Houſe, not of the Parſon, who 
perhaps will ſcarce give a ſolid Reaſon for the 
_ advancing his Pay upon other Men's Improve- 
ments, which cauſe o Addition to his Pains in 
the Diſcharge of his Office. 


The Incumbent farther ſays, that Love was | 
e reputed at that Time worth at leaſt a Thou- 
* ſand Pounds; but by whom he was fo “ re- 


Cant I :- puted 
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. 


He was not fo reputed by thoſe who beſt knew bin, 
as appears by the follewing Certificates, viz. 


The Certificate of Rnopa Love, 


c ] was the ſecond Wife of Fohn Love of Canter- 
ce bury ; I married with him in the Year 1713, before 
which he was in a poor low Circumſtance, and 
«© gave me an Account that he was not worth 30“ 
more than would pay his Debts. I had ſom: 
« Money, of which by the Bleſſing of God on our 
« Endeavours we made an Improvement, ſo that m. 
% fjaid Huſband died worth more than ever he was 
worth before, tho' not ſo much as the Author of 1 
% ſcandalizing Book, called, An Examination of 1. 
Brief Account of many of the Proſecuions of I 
People called Quakers, Sc. hath with an ill Inter! 
IV 4 og, 8 


Canterbury che. 2 1ſt of 
the 4th Month 1742. RHODA I. o. F. 
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« and Children in very good Circumſtances,” 
CA 1. +3 x 


— 


a” 0 — 


The Ceriifcate of ELIZABETH SHARPEY, 


J am one of the Daughters of Jobn Love of 


« Canterbury deceaſed : My Father was always re- 


10 puted an honeſt juſt Man, in his Dealings 


« and Payment of his Debts, but thought it his 


-« Duty to refuſe paying of Tithes, on which Ac- 


count he was impriſoned by one Humpbry Brailsford 


« a Prieſt, but as I was but young cannot remember 
© much about it, except that he was hen but in 
* mean Cirumſtances, and I have too much Cauſe to 
<« believe his ſaid Impriſonment on that Account 
« was a great Detriment to his Family and Circum- 
e ſtances, for | never knew of any Gifts or Preſents 
« made to ſupport him or his Family whilft in 


« Priſon, (as ſome have falſly, and (I believe) with 
an evil View reported,) nor out of Priſon neither,” 


Folkſton the 23d of 


the 4ch Month 1742. ELIZABETH SHARPEY, 


The Perſons under:named do alſo declare, 
That the faid John Love of Canterbury, formerly 


called Jobn Love the Younger, was an honeſt juſt 


Man, and induſtrious to maintain his Family, 
* © tho' of mean, low, and for the moſt Part rather 


poor, as to his Circumſtances in the World, than 


« otherwiſe ; they all know or have heard of his 


K being impriſoned for refuſing to pay Tithes, but 
| * know nothing of his having any Gifts or Preſents 


e more 


puted is not ſaid. His having © left his Wife 
proves 
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proves not that he was any other than a poor 
Man * Twenty three Years before. What the 
C4 ASE 1. Incumbent 


„ D he 
5 — 


nn 0 ? 1 — 11 


« more or leſs (as hath been reported and printed) 
«« whilſt he was a Priſoner, or at any other Time. 


Joby Adams Servant to the ſaid Jobn Low | 

| from 1685 to 1688, 

Fobn N bis Apprentice from 1688 to 16 g. 
John Atterton his Apprentice from 1703 to 1710, 
William 5 his e from 17! 10 to 1718, 


The Account of ina Sts of Canterbury 
SEEM Joan Love. 


3 1 was born at or near this City, of Parents 
« called Duakers, and have known the ſaid Joh 
Love from my Youth, and as I advanced in Year þ 

« became intimate with him, and -by Experience 
«« know he was an honeſt, ſober, induſtrious, and 
e religious Man, tho' hard put to it to get a Live. 
„ lihood for his Family, (a Wife and four Children) 
4 till in his latter You He thought it his Duty to 

* refuſe paying of Tithes as not agreeable to this 
« Goſpel Diſpenſation, on which Account I remem- Þ 

© ber he was impriſoned, which was an Hindrance 
, to him in providing for his Family during that 

„ Time ſo well as otherwiſe he could have « done, 
«+ tho? he induſtriouſly did what he could towards 
dit, by making and ſelling of Pattens, a Trade he 
« then uſed, in the Priſon to them that would buy 

« them, He was always, before he married a ſecond 

6 Wife i in the Year 1713, of low Circumſtances | e 5 

| | ( [ 0 f 


8 * — — 1 


1 2 died not till the Tear 17213 * =o 
be as afte er Ty D and Impriſonment. 5 : 


8 


e to this Effect ; 


OF 


| Incumbent urges of © his being ſupported. by 
« the Friends during that Confinement, would. 
have been, if true, an Indication of his Poverty ; 3 
for tis not the Method of the Friends to ſupport 


any who are rich and able to ſupport W | 


CASE I. at e _ Noe 


the World. wad I fol Hehe that after he was 


% married to her, he told me among other Things 


« called Quakers, yet I don't remember, that Jobn 
Love was at any Time aſſiſted by them, or any 


other People, either by Preſents or Gifts; but 
* © ſuppoling he had been ſo aſſiſted (if Need had ſo 
required) it tends to ſhew the plainer, that he was 
chen but a poor Man, as mentioned in the Brief 
Account. 


As to 1 is farther tha of Fobn Love's © Be- 


„ haviour being Wild,” and of his « Ranting and 


making a Noiſe in the Streets” 
| © repreſent him had fully known him, and not been 
e prejudic'd on Account of his Refuſing to pay 
3 © Tithes, and his believing it his Duty to admoniſn 
People in publick Places 10 refrain from Evil, 
and cbuſe Good, I believe, they would have given 
him a quite contrary Character, as his dur : 
_ << (lo far as I have heard) generally did. | 
Had the Examiner in this Caſe been deſirous . | 
& © ſearching out the real Truth, he might have en- 
| © quired of Perſons probably more Impartiat for 
5 «K 28 


that his Circumſtances, before he 
„ married the fad Wife, were ſo low, that he 
thought he had but little more than enough to pay 
„his Debts, and therefore had a Purpoſe to ſell all 
d he had and pay them, and truſt to Providence and 
c his own future Endeavours for a Livelihood for 
c himſelf and Family. 
„Though J have from my Youth been acquaitited 
: «« with the Affairs of the Community of the People 
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Nor do they ſupport poor Priſoners with rich 
Preſents: Thoſe who can ſuppoſe that, and that | 
e his Canfinement in Goal was advantagious to 
ce him,” may, if they pleaſe, with equal reaſon, 
ſappoſe, that his Proſecutor ſent him thither on 
purpoſe to enrich him. But to what a low Ebb 
muſt their Cauſe be reduced, who bring only 
ſuch vain Fancies to oppoſe plain Facts. 
If John Love, by any Conduct peculiar to 
himſelf, did afterward offend the Government, 
the Relation of that is not imputable to us, nor 
does it any way concern the preſent Caſe: Where- F 
fore, we are not obliged to follow our Oppoſers 


into Excurſions foreign to the purpoſe, and per- 


haps inſiſted on by them only with a View of 
_ withdrawing the Reader's Attention from the 

Point in hand, and diverting him from taking Þ 

Notice of the real Defects of their Anfivers. 


CASE I. % „„ The 
* as the Anticbriſtian and Popiſb Impoſition of Tithes Þ? 
e ůis the Darling of the Prieſts, how could he expect 
cc that they, on whom he depends for Information, 
„„ would give a true Account of thoſe who ſuffer Þ: 
0 under them for refuſing their Aſſiſtance to upho!s Þ? 

Rs RD 


Canterbury the bthot — po e Sfits 
the 5th Month 1742. Haar Sus. 
The foregoing Certificates and Teſtimonies fully je 
that the preſent Incumbent has been miſinform'd in ite 
Account he gives of John Love; and that when he Fe. 
| the Credit of his Narrative on his being informed bj 
„ ſeveral Perſons here,“ he is miſtaken in adding; 

ce that know it to be ſo “. „„ 


( 139 ) 

The Examiner next produces; pag. 93, © The 
| te Account, which the Reverend Mr. Lewis of 
* Margate, lie gives,” who fays; «© That 
<« he knew Mr. Brazlsford,” and that“ he was { 
© a quiet and peaceable Man, and not of a Tem- 
per either to ſeek, or defire to be aveng'd of 
cc his Adverfaries ; » that ©* he was well beloved 
© and reſpected, and had a general good Cha- 
e rater for his Kindneſs and Charity to the 
Poor and Diſtreſſed.” | N 

We are ſo far from an Inclination to detract [ 
any Thing from his juſt Character, that we have 
given an 1nftance of his good Temper, Kindneſs, 
and Charity, in ſhewing that he releaſed poor 
Jobn Love after fomrteen Months Impriſonment: 
For we thought it equal and reaſonable, that the 
Account of his Severity, in impriſoning Love, 
ſhould be alleviated, by relating alſo the Evidence 
he gave afterward of his Repentance of that Seve- 
rity by d:/charging him, and which we never 
doubted to be the Effect of a quiet and Heaceable 
Temper. 

The ſame Perſon alſo ha © 1] 1 re- 
member John Love, and have often ſeen, and 
* heard him, in the Streets of Canterbury ranting 
and making a Noiſe.” This looks like the 
Conſtruction of a prejudiced Perſon; for, other 
Perſons, Who have heard Fobn Love in the 

Streets preaching Repentance to the People, 
think that Conſtruction of his fo doing neither 

| uſt nor charitable 

He farther ſays, pag. 94, As to the Profe- 

| © cution of John Love by Mr. Braiefit it - 
| © was fo early as 1698, ſo ſoon after the Act, 
Cas SE J. * 5 chat 
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« that I have thought that he knew nothing ef 


ce jt, but left it to the Direction of his Attorney. 


„ This 1 think probable, by his releaſing Love 


« after about 14 Months Impriſonment.” But 


we think that Love's fourteen Months Impriſon- 
ment, in the ſame City where the Proſecutor 


dwelt, could not probably be without his Know- 


ledge of it from the Beginning ; and that Time 
and better Thoughts had mollified his Severity, 
and difpoſed him to exerciſe a Chriſtian Spirit of 


Forgiveneſs. 


The Examiner in the third Place produces, 


pag. 94, 95, What he calls © the Account from 


* 7he Records of the Exchequer.” Which Account, 


in every particular Circumſtance of 1t, doth 0 | 
exactly agree with our Caſe and the Note 


thereupon, that while he admits the One to be 


truc, he cannot avoid the Force of the Other: 


Nevertheleſs, he ſhuffles egregiouſly, but in vain, Þ 


It does not appear (ſays he, pag. 95,) that Þ 
e any Anſwer was put in to the Bill, fo that the] 


© Impriſonment of Love aroſe from an Attach- 
* ment for his Contempt in not anſwering to 
the Bill.” Thus he draws a poſitive Conclu- 
ſion from doubtful Premiſes, and reſolves what 
vas, from what doth not appear to have been. 
However, his ill-drawn Inference, if admitted, 
can be of no Service to his Cauſe ; for Love was 
nevertheleſs the Parſon's Priſoner, and as fuch Þ 
_ afterward by him releaſed. . 


8 


* 
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As little to his Purpoſe is the Examiner's Pre: ; 


tence, that © the Sum for which this Suit was 
3 brought, was certainly not recoverable by the 
« firſt Act of the 7th and 8th of King Millian 
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the third,” ſeeing it was certainly recoverable 


by the latter of thoſe As; ; tho' he pretends to 


doubt even of that, and queries, © Is the Tithe 


« of the Rent of a Houſe, a great or a 15 | 
« Tithe? I have not, /ays he, met with it ſpe 

« fied among either.” This Objection, 0 
the Demand was not really for Tithe, if admit- 
ted, would ſhew the greater Injuſtice in the Par- 
ſon's Suit, which was expreſly for © five Years 
c and a Quarter's Tithe,” and would aggravate 
the Injury of Love's Impriſonment by the Falſ- 
hood of the Prieſt's Demand. 

But the Examiner abides not by this, but 
what in one Paragraph he attempts to evade as 
8. not comprehended within that Act, in the 
very next Paragraph he ſuppoſes to be compre- 
hended therein: His Words are, pag. 96, 
« But ſuppoſing it included in that All as the 


juſtices could give no Coſts, Was it reaſonable 


ce he ſhould have been at the Expence of one 
« Years Dues to recover the Others? His Aſſer- 
tion, that the Juſtices could give no Coſts,” 
we take to be falſe, contrary both to the Reaſon 
of the Act, and to their general Practice there- 
upon; wherefore his Suggeſtion of Expence in 
this Caſe is groundleſs. Beſides, it muſt be an 
odd Piece of Thrift, that, to avoid the Expence f 
a Juſtice's Warrant, would have Recourſe to a 
Suit perhaps an hundred Times more chargeable 
in the Exchequer. Tis farther pretended, that 
he (the Proſecutor) might without Reflection, 
leave it to his Attorney to proceed, as be 
* thonght fit. But, we prefume, that his 
employing an Attorney in this Cate, ſhews his 
CASE J 82 luclination 
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Inclination not to proceed before the Juſtices, 
which might have been done without making 
uſe of any Attorney. So that the Examiner's In- 
| Nance of the Country 2yaters aſking Advice" 
in order to his juſt Defence, is in no wiſe paral- 
lel to that of employing an Attorney i in an unne- 
ceſſary Proſecution. 
1 1 here is, (/ays the Examiner, . 97,) 
this further Reaſon for this Method of proceed- 
ing, That Mr. Brazlsford could not aſcertain i 
* the Value of his Demand without a Bill of 
% Diſcovery.” This is directly contrary to the 
| Account from the Records of the Exchequer produ- 
ced by himſelf, which ſhews that the Proſecu- 
tor not only knew the * Value of his Demand, 
but particularly ſpecified it in the Bill, viz. © for 
2 J. 12 s. for five Years and a Quarter Tithe, 
5 at 2 5. in the Pound, on a Rent of 5 J. a 
5 Year.” Could he ſtand in need of the Aid of 
that Bill, for the Diſcovery, of what he already 
perfectly knew, and had particntarty ſpecified 
| therein. : 
Te Original Cauſe of Love's fourteen Months 
Impriſonment was the Proſecutor's Choice of this 
Method of Suit; and if he was impriſoned for 
Contempt, in the Courſe of Proceeding, his 
Commitment muſt have been at the Inſtance of 
the Proſecutor, or thoſe he croſs therein; but 
Car = 12 , dhe 
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Tithes in that City is at 28. in the Pound Rent; j 
that the Value of bis Demand was certain, aid the Ret! 
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„This, /ays he, carries no Cruelty with it.“ Nor 
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the Examiner here thinks proper again to repeat 
his old unjuſt Reſlection on the Courts of Juſtice, 
and endeavours to transfer upon them the Odium 


of that Severity which is properly imputable only 
to the Proſecutor: The Iniquity of which Prac- 


tice we have lar gely ſhewn 1 in pag. 73, 74, fore- 


oing. 


The only Tingiation,” "att the Exam? ner, 


ce that remains on Mr. Brazlsord is, that hie > af. b 
ce terwards, without any Satisfaction either fo: 1 
Dues or Char ges, conſented to his B TC 


Cn of 5 
CF 


cc 


was it intended to convey any Impntation of that 
Kind : What we ſaid of Love's Diſcharge, was 


purely inſerted for the fake of Truth and Juſtice, 
as we have already obſerved : But who told the : 
Examiner, that the Parſon diſcharged Love, 


« without any Satisfaction either for his Ducs or 


Charges? Our Note does not ſay ſo. We do 


indeed believe, that Love never conſented to pay 


him any thing; but whether by any other Means 
he received either his Demand or Charges, we 


are not able to determine: And we are jealous 


that the Examiner in this Point has a allerted more 


than he knows to be true. 


The Examzner cloſes his Remarks on this Caſe : 
thus, It will not be material to take any fur- 
* ther Notice of his {Loues) other wild Beha- 
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viour, either of inſulting the Archbiſhop in 
the Church, or of Libelling the Government, 
N or of the Puniſhment he underwent ; but onl 
to obſerve, that they proceeded from the fame. 
Motions of the Spirit of Enthuſiaſm, from the 
| Cary G e #:n- 
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ee ſame miſ- guided Conſcience, as the Injuring 
« Mr. Brailsford in his Property. 2 

It was certainly not material to the preſent 
Caſe, to take any Notice at all of Love's Con- 
duct in Points which had no Relation to that 
Caſe; and which the Examiner has no Inclination 
to repreſent in the moſt charitable Manner. His 
Obſervation imports, that Love's libelling the Go- 
vernment proceeded from the fame Moetives with 
his Refuſal to pay Tithes. This Remark, fo far 
as it conveys a Reflection on the Drakers in Ge- 
nete, is very unjuſt; for the Spirit of Chriſt, by 
wh oe Guidance they profeſs to be led, hath by 
gel Precept enjoyned the Refuſal of Tithes, 
5 ay bath for biden the libelling the Government: 
Wherefore thoſe things do not proceed from the 
fame Motive, The Examiner might have for- 
born this ill-natu'd Remark, had he regarded the 
Advice given by himſelf, pag. 45. vis. © Let 
ce the Objectors conſider, whether this uncharitz- 
ple Suggeſtion may not with equal Reaſon from 
< the ſame Way of arguing return upon them- 
ce ſelves,” for we are ready, when he ſhall defire 
it, to produce ſome Inſtances, plainly proving, 
that a notorious Dijaffeion to the preſent Go- 
 verniment, and a fiery Zeal for the Payment of 
Tithes, have ſome times coincided in One and the 
fame Perſon, led (as we have Reaſon to believe) 
in both, © by a miſguided Conſcience” and * the 
* Motions of a Spirit,“ equally averſe to Protef- 
tant e, and tenacious of Fopiſo Wen 
tions. 
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CASE M. 


Brief Account, Pag. 62, 1698, ee EL Iz ABE TN 5 


« BAKER of Reakburn, Widow, was proſecuted 
« in the Exchequer for Tithes. at the Suit of 
c Humpbry Brailsford Parſon in Canterbury.“ 


; To this the Examiner anſwers, pag. 98. The 


ce Records of the Exchequer have been diligent! 


« ſearch'd, during the Reigns of King William 


« and Queen Anne, and it does not appear that 


ford, 


. 


« Clerk, againſt Elizabeth Baker, tor Tithes due 


« to him, as Parſon of any Pariſh in Cazterbu- 
« ry.” In which Anſwer he ſubſtitutes different 


Terms from thoſe in the Cafe, and ſeems to deny 


what is not therein affirmed ; for the Caſe net- 
ther ſays, that © any Bill was filed,” nor that the 


Proſecution was © for Tithes due to him, as 


« Parſon of any Pariſh in Canterbury.“ Does he 
expect Readers ſo weak as to accept his indirect 
Negation of another thing, for a Diſproof of 
what we ſay ? Does not, in this Caſe, his own 
unjuſt Obſervation upon the Quaſers, pag. 86, 


retort with Juſtice upon himſelf, that © the great 


Contempt he has for the Perſons and Under- 


« ſtandings of other Men 1s too viſible ? 

has alſo been made amongſt ſeveral of Mi. 
Brailsford's Acquaintance and others, - who 

lived in the Neighbourhood ; and no Informa- 

« tion can be had, no Perſon, as far as they can 
Casz II. „ 
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He proceeds, pag. 99. A ſtrict Enquiry 


find, 
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| (146) 
t find, remembers, or has heard of any Proſecu- 
« tion brought in any Court by Mr. Brailsord 
ce againſt E/zzabeth Baker.” This, no doubt, 
will carry as much Force, as it ought to do, with 
thoſe who can think, that a Parſon, when he 
eee a Widow, is obliged to inform his 
Leighbours and Acquaintance of his fo doing, 
Had the Examiner's Aim in his Enquiry been 


: pony for Information, he might more probably 


have met with it from the Neighbours of Elixa- 
beth Baker, of whom he does not appear to have 
_ enquired at all. The Examiner may talk of Nega- 
tive Evidence, while he produces no Evidence at all, 
of any thing but his Witneſſes Ignorance, which 


does not in any wiſe affect the Truth of the 


Fact; and therefore amounts not to a direct Nega- 
 #ve, which ever implies ſome Contradiction to 
JJJJJJ;ö;Vn 8 
Elf, /ays the Examiner, a Subpæœnà alone be 
ſufficient Proof of a Proſecution, it muſt have 
come into the Poſſeſſion of the Defendant, and 
e may be ſhewn.” But his Obſervation herein 
is not juſt, as plainly appears by the Teſtimony 
of a Clergyman of his own producing, pag. 108. 
whom he calls, The Reverend Mr. Charles Buck, 
Son of Charles Buck, Vicar of Cranbrook, who ſays, 
Among ſome old Papers I have found two 
_ original Subpenas, which ſhew that Jeremia 
Vine, Richard Price, George Courthop, and 
George Cokuill, were ſued in November, the fifth 
of Queen Anne's Reign, 1706, by my Father 
Charles Buck, then Vicar of Cranbrook.” This 
clearly proves, that the original Subpeznas, which 
in that Caſe certainly had been ſerved upon the 
_-Casz II. Defendants, 
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Defendants did nevertheleſs remain in the Poſſeſ. 
ſion of the Plaintiff; which directly contradicts 
the Zxaminer's Aſſertion, © that it muſt have 
te come into the Poſſeſfion of the Defendant.” 
4 Wherefore, the Defendant's not being able to ſhew 
the Snbpmwna; is no reaſonable Ground to preſume 
that the Proſecution was not. If the Proſecutor 
| did drop his Suit without either a Bill filed, or 
any Anſwer given, the Proſecution was the leſs 


y 


| Expenſzve ; and had the Examiner been juſt, he 
might have obſerv'd, that we did not inſiſt up- 


I 2 peculiar Expence or Severity in this 
ca. „ 
That the Quakers did ſeek Redreſs of the Grie- 
vances complained of without ſuch a particular 
Fpecification of Suits, is certain: Twas the Clers 
gies Artifice to protract Time, which probably in- 
duced them to require © a Specification of Facts.” 
The Brief Account was publiſhed by the Quakers 
with a fingle View of demonſtrating the Juſ 
1 tice of their General Complaint, in condeſcenſio 
to the Clergies Requirings : If any Inconvenien- 
cies to the Character of ſome particular Perſonz 
have been the Conſequence of that Publication, 
they are juſtly to be imputed not to the Saber 
- who applied for Redre/s without that Method, 
but to the Importunity of the Clergy, who, as it 
Iñ Tc TEES Ein 
The Compilers of that Account cannot reaſon- 
| ably be ſuppoſed to have had any particular 
| Knowledge of the Perſons named therein, nor 
whether they were living or dead; wherefore 
| they are not chargeable, either with © caſting 
| © Cenſure on, or diſturbing the Aſhes of the 


| CASE II. 5 T 5 * Dead. 


„ 
« Dead.” The Principle they were governed by 
directed them to make a 7u/t and faithful Collec- | 
tion of Facts they found recorded: Of the Truth 
of which Facts, could they have entertained any 
Doubt or Scruple, the Methods the Clergy have 
ſince exerciſed to confute them, would have effec- 
tually remov d it. ( 
In the Caſe now before us there is no peculiar 
Severity aſcribed to the Proſecutor; and in the 
foregoing Caſe, the Account we gave of his re- 
leaſing Love out of Priſon, appears to be the only 
Warrant the Examiner has for ſaying, that In 
ec the Inſtance before given, he pitied eyen the 
* Obſtinacy of the Perſon who had injured him, 
* and diſcharged him with the Loſs of 
* his Debt and Charges: And is gone to his 
Grave in Peace.“ Surely the Examiner does 
not do us Juſtice, in complaining that we © un- 
juſtly aſperſe? a Man, by giving that Account 
from which himſelf has inferr'd fo fine a Charac- 
ter concerning him. But this is not the ſingle In- 
Nance of the Examiner's pulling down with Ou: Þ 


Hand, what he builds up with the Other. 


EASE Ill. 


Brief Account, pag. 62. 1698, © STepurN | 
_ © GIRDLER was proſecuted in the Excheguer, tor 
«© a Demand of Eight Pounds for ſmall Tithes, 


« at the Suit of Fonathan Maud Parſon of Ten | 
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3 . terden,” 
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1 85 (1499) 
In Anſwer to this the Examiner ſays, that 
ce The Account given by the Reverend Mr. 
e D'LancLiz the preſent Vicar of Tenterden 7s, 


«as Jolows, 


"i Jonathan Maud, Vicar of Tenterden, ſued 


* Stephen Girdler for Vicarial Tithes in the Ex- 


ce chequer, who was one of the People called Qu] 


© ters, a Felmonger. John Pay, one of the 


| © fame Denomination, and a Tanner, who now | 
ce yes in the ſame Houſe which Giraler lived 


te in, remembers the Proſecution, and obſerves, 


e that Mr. Maud was a friendly, neighbourly 
Man, and averſe to doing a hard thing to any 


« Body ; but that he was forced to uſe this Re- 


5 medy for getting his Tithes of Girdler, as not 


* knowing, as he believes, of an eaſier Way. 


e The ſame Character of Mr. Maud is confirmed 
* by the Ancient Inhabitants of the Pariſh who 


« knew and remember him.” _ 


« Fohn Pay's Landlord pays the Tithes, about 
« 195. a Year, and he pays ſo much more 


r 


Upon the foregoing Account, we obſerve, that 
the preſent Vicar confirms the Truth of our 
Caſe in every. Particular, except that of the Value 
of the Demand. For the Aſcertaining of which, 
we have enquired of John Pay, the Perſon to 
whom the Vicar refers, and of whom, the Exa- 

| miner pag. 104, ſays, © He has more Honeſty 

* than to conceal or diſguiſe the Truth.” This 
Jobs Pay aſſures us, that the Caſe is right, and 
| that the Demand for Tithe was about Eight 
| Pounds, as the ſaid Caſe relates. Tis alſo to be 
__ obſerved, 
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obſerved, that this was the Sum demanded before 
the Suit in the Exchequer began, and would, had 
Stephen Gi rdler paid it, have prevented that Suit. 
The ſaid John Pay alſo declared, ſince the Exa- 
ination was publiſh'd,- that the preſent Vicar 
= had held no 8 with him about this Af. 
fair, and conſequently did not write of his own 
Knowledge, but by hear-ſay : That he is miſtaken 
in aſſerting that John Pay *©* obſerves, that Mr. 
* Maud was a friendly, neighbourly Man, and 
* ayerſe to doing a hard thing to any Body,” for 
the faid John Pay doth not believe that he ever 
faid ſo ; becauſe = had no ſuch favourable SEN» 
timents concerning his Temper. 
John Pay farther ſays, that he never made any 
Agreement with his Landlord concerning the 
Payment of Tithes, nor did he ever know what 
bis Landlord pays, till he faw the Sum of 19 . 
; mentioned i in the Examination. That he knows 
| not that he pays any more Rent on that Account, 
but that his Landlord aſſures him, he can have 
: the ſame Rent of another Perſon, without pay- 
ing the Tithe for him. f 
Casz WM. | | The 
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"ty e PP ince tad] in 4 Letter written by John 


f Pay himſelf, dated the 229. of the fourth Month, 1742 
75, as gs] in his ow Mords. ale 
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— 8 the UAKERS, and by them diftributed to the Mem 
bers of both Houſes of Parliament, intiuled, A Brief 
Account, Sc. and particularly fo far as the Clergy 

of the es of Canterbury are concerned in it. 
by in 
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- The Examiner next produces what he calls 


, The Account from the Records of the Exchequer,” 
which confirms the Reality of the Proſecution; 
but the Bill does, as ſuch Bills frequently do, 
ſuggeſt a Claim very exorbitant, and beyond 
the Trath: This is fo palpable, that our Op- 
poſers themſelves are conſtrained to acknowledge, 


ö that « #* the mere Ins either of Bill in 
| Care 1 78 Tore | 5.92 
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In pag. 101 of the faid Book! —_ the faid 4 


| < thor mentioneth the Proſecution of Stephen Girdler 
Lin the Exchequer by Fonathan Maud; and to my 
« Surpriſe, I find my Name mentioned in the faid 
« Book, and as the Author faith, he had the Ac- 


count from my Neighbour 7, Deophilis D Langlic, 


« preſent Vicar of Tenterden. 


And in examining his faid Account, 1 find he 


« hath done ſo much knjuſtice, and unfair Dealing, 


e that I think I am bound in Duty to my deceaſed 
% Friend, my Neighbour, and Ay ſelf, to put the 


e thing in a true Light, wherein my Neighbour hath 
 « ſo groſly miſt it. 

„ Firſt, he takes Notice of Stephen Girdler a Fel- 
„ monger, which he was a Tanner, and the Son of 
« a Tanner, his Father and he lived and died in the 


* ſaid Houſe where I now live, and in a Houſe 


e near in this Neighbourhood, I believe J may ven- 


ture to fay, he and his Father drove the Trade of 


4 6 Tanning near one hundred Years ; ſo that I think 


« if he (the Vicar) had put himſelf to a very little 
« Trouble, he might have been en, informed 1 in 


cc When 


6 this thing. 


8 
"IN ieee on Beha 7 f the Dieſe of York, 
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& 4 Court of Equity, or Libels in the Spiritua) 
et Court, are not Evidence as to: the juſt legal YE 
4 mount of the particular Charges ſpeciſied in them.” 

And yet do they continue to produce as Evidence 
what they own is not %. Thus this Examiner, 
pag. 103. in the 8 Caſe, ſays, He (the 


_ Case III. EP „ e e . I © 


3 , ” 4 8 Y * > 
; ah. 4 N D — 


c When this Suit \ was ee 1 was then Ste- 
ce pben Girdler's Apprentice, or his Journeyman, for 
I have lived in this Houſe more than fifty Years : 
I do remember ſeveral Paſſages of the ſaid Suit, 


«©. Maud ſued Girdler: I never underſtood that his 


<< Demand on Girdler was more than about Eight 
% Pounds, for ſmall Tithes, but for how many Years 
* Arrears I cannot tell; but he brought his Bill 
20 againſt him for Tithes in Kind; to which Girdler 
put in his Anſwer, but it was objected againſt, and 
£ he was obliged to put in his ſecond Anſwer, where- 
& in he ſet forth the Modus, which as I be informed, 
& is for Marſh-Land 124. per Acre, Town-Land 
« 64, per Acre, and the reſt of the Pariſh 4 d. per 
Acre. Whether my Land be i in that Part call'd 
% Town-Land, I know not. 
* And on Girdler's putting in 1 ſecond Anſwer, 
© the Suit went forward, until! there came out a 


3 


„ Writ of Enquiry, or Cam mio ordered by 


* the Court, to fit at Tenlerden, where each Party 

„ was to make good their Claim: Girdler hearing 
of a Lawyer whoſe Name was Spiller, living near 
_ « Battle in Suſſex, that had managed a Suit againſt a 

former Vicar and had caſt him, and prov'd it a 
« Modus, went to this Man, who told him, he might 
<© make himſelf eaſy, he would undertake it, and did 
believe, he (Girdler) would hear very, little more 
* about it; and in a few Days atter Maud ſent him 


Word, chat the Commiſſion was put off, which 


„ was the end of che Suit, Which is all that J can re- 
member 
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«& Proſecutor) is charged with ſuing for a De- 


e mand recoverable by the Acts of the 7th and 
« 8th of King William III. when by his Bill he 

demands 30 J. which Demand exceeds the 
Truth as much as 30 J. exceeds 8 J. which we 
have already prov'd the original Demand to 


cc 


have been. The Examiner, pag. 104. que- 


ries, © under what Authority have they aſſerted, 


1 that the Demand was for 0 J. to bring it under 


— 


Cavs PP Value? 


5 bor of it; h appel Mid Sand he 


« ſhould be caſt, and ſo dropt it in this manner. 


« AsI underſtood after the Commiſſion came out 
© and was put off, the Landlord, unknown to Gird- 
« ler, agreed with Maud, and paid him about Eight 


« Pounds, though he pleaded he had been at a 


e great Charge in the Suit, which was never repaid 
« him again by my Uncle Giraler. 


. 


* 


co 


the Landlord propoſed for ſo much Rent to put an 
end to all future Diſputes, he would find all Re- 
pairs and pay all Taxes, except Glaſs Windows, 
and mending the Highways, and this Agreement 
hath continued ever ſince, ſo that I have made no 
Agreement for Tithes, nor I do not know what 
„ the Landlord hath. Once ] was ſpeaking to the 
& Landlord on this Subject, and his Anſwer was, 


1 
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« that if he paid his hole Rent to the Parſon, he might 


's do cohat he pleaſed with his own, and as for the Par- 
«« ſon's Demand it cas his Due and it fhould be pdid by 
© ſomebody, and if I had a Mind to pay it I might, but 
& he would abate notbing in the Rent. 


_« Farther my Neighbour D* Langlie ſpeaking of 


„ me, ſays, © Joan Par obſerves that Mr. Mauvp 


« was a friendly neighbourly Man, and averſe to doin 


w/c 


« Bur there did ariſe a Diſpute between Girdler and 
his Landlord about Repairs and other things, and 


e 4 bard. thing 10 any body: but that he cas forced to 
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ce Value? ? Was it from their Records? We an- 
ſwer, It was from an Account received from the 
| Perſon of whom that Demand was made: And 
tis confirm'd by the Teſtimony of John Pay, an 
Evidence, who, the Examiner acknowledges, is 
Cas III. 8 8 | 5 tender 


3 


wg 857 "this e * aa bit Tithes of / Girdter, as 
& not knowing, as he believes, of an eaſier Way. 127 BE INTE 
As J mentioned before, that my Station in the 


„ World, when this Suit was commenced, was na 


<« other than an Apprentice or a Journeyman, ſo 
«© that I had no Opportunity to know what Sort of a 
e Man he was, as to his Views in this Suit, or any 
c of his Conduct: He was a Stranger to me. 
e And for my Neighbour to make me ſpeak and 
ce believe what he hath mentioned as above, I can- 
<< not account for; for I do aſſure the World, that 
I never had any ſuch Thoughts come into my 
«© Mind, and much more that I ſhould ſpeak or be- 
* lieve them : ; Which 1 muſt leave to his Conſide- 
« ration 
Whether Maud did know of an eaſier way of 
& not to get what he called his Dues, I know not; 
e but am inclining to think, he might believe that 
* he had a fair Opportunity to make a bold Stroke 
& againſt the Modus. But I leave this: e on 
dropping this Hint. 
„ HTheſe Remarks I think ſufficient to diſcover 
the Truth of the ſaid Caſe, wherein my Neigh- 
s bour hath ſo very much miſrepreſented it, being 
« ſg eaſy led away by Reports ſo ill grounded. 
As Iam a Man averſe to Controverſies, I ne- 
© ver love to enter on thoſe Subjects, and ſhould be 
4 glad to ſee Subjects of this Nature at an End, who | 
< ama well-wiſher to all Men.“ | 


1 in Kent, the 22d. 
of the fourth Month, 1 715 


Joux Par. 


4 Ra 4 Fit * _ LY . * 4 £ E . 1 
7J77VVbͤͤ ni on i eos 
& e rn 8 


8 6 n * N 3 
24 eee e e 2 8 No os F 405 


6155) 


Falſhood ſupport the pretended Veracity of the 


dity of his Teſtimony is farther warranted by the 


is plaint aroſe ; had they enquired of him, he has 


| © more Honeſty than to conceal, or diſguiſe the 


„Truth.“ Upon Enquiry of him we find that 
| be dwelt with Stephen Girdler, his near Relation, 
at the time of this Proſecution, remeinbers it well, 


and that the Demand was as our Account relates. 


For, tho' 7o%n Pay be © ſo honeſt, as not to 


* conceal or diſguiſe the Truth, ”. yet the Exa- 
miner, or thoſe who pretend to relate what he 
Jays (Examination pag. 101, 102, have been 


by we have already ſhewn) 0 diſhoneſt, as to 
* conceal or diſguiſe” his Teſtimony. 


| the following Words, viz. © His Conſcience 
does not oblige him to injure another in his 


| he hires the Whole, whilſt his Landlord pays 
for the Tithes.“ But if we will believe John 
700 himſelf, he declares, that he never made an 
Agreement With his Landlord to pay the Tithes, 


nor had he ever any Concern therein; but after 


the former Vicar Maud proſecuted. his Uncle 
Stephen Girdler, the ſaid Stephen's Landlord with- 
out his Conſent took the Tithe for the future up- 
on himſelf, That he bath voluntarily continued 
to do fo from that Time to this, without any En- 

7 On  gagement 


te tender of his own Reputation, and will not by 
** Compilers of the Brzef Account,” The Vali- 
Examiner, who tells us, that © A Friend of 


ce their own Denomination lived in the Place, 
«© nay, in the very Houſe from whence the Com- 


The Examiner cloſes his Remarks in this Caſe 
| wih a kind of Fawning Sneer upon John Pay in 


| Property, he pays honeſtly for what he enjoys, 


1 — — = — 
—— — — — — -_ Y — - — — A 
— oy ” — — 7 4 * — . — s 
OY * — _ Cs x REF SS * 
—— — = 3 —— A . * — N 
2 2 8 1 — 7 . 2 — . — 70 —— — 
EP F :: 


— . 0.0.0 
— v1 2% nn a 
- 


0 156.) Co, 
p gagement from his Tenants, or any manner of 
Obligation on them to repay him: 80 that 
2 Fay in this Caſe pays no Tithes, nor does 
he contract with his Landlord to pay them; but 
the Landlord of his own accord takes the Burden | 
upon himſelf, that he may keep an old and ap- 
proved Tenant of his Eſtate ſecure from any Þ 
7 l of the Parſon: By which Act the 
Landlord ſhews a remarkable Reſpect, not only to 
his Tenant, but alſo to the preſent Vicar, who in- 
ſtead of gratefully acknowledging ſuch Genero. Þ 
ſity, attempts to detract from the Merit of it by 
unwarrantably aſſerting, that John Pay © pays 
“ ſo much more Rent,” which, we have before 
ſhewn, to be untrue. Thus the Examiners Flat. 5 
tery and pretended Juſtice to Jobn Pay appears to 
convey an injurious Iſinuation of a Compliance, 
he declares he is not guilty of. John Pay on this 
Occaſion has more Reaſon, than the Examiner 
had pag. 71, to cry out, Timeo Danaos ? ] 
Having cleared this Caſe from the cauſleſs Ci. g 
vils, and the Character of John Pay from the 
flattering Deceptions, of the Examiner, we pro: 
ceed to 


CASE Iv. 


Brief Account, pag. 63, FEY % NATHA- 
c NAEL OWEN the Elder, was proſecuted in the 
80 4 Nane for Tithes at the Suit of * Owen 
ce * Parſon of Sevenoak.” 


2 How 
CASE IV. 2 


A „ 
How does the Examiner confute this? He 
s produces The Anſwer, (for ſo he calls it) of the 


' Reverend Mr. Hugh Owen; who tells us, that 4 
Mr. Hugh Owen the Clergyman (who proſe- 1 


| © cufed Nathanael Owen of Sevenoat) was his 
„ own Father.“ But as to the Matter in Hand, 

| he fays, © All that I know is, that he gave my 
« Father a great deal of Trouble, for he never 
| < would pay any Tithes, unleſs compell'd by the 
e Juſtices of the Peace.” But though he knows 
nothing of this Proſecution, yet, it ſeems, he has 
heard from Sir Charles Farnaby a broken Story 
of another Proſecution many Years before, which 
Mr. Lambard, who is above 70 Years old, 
| © and is now a Juſtice in his Pariſh, tells him, he 
| © can juſt remember, it was before the Revolu- 
| © tion, and he thinks the Proſecution was in 
Doctors Commons, and that upon the Statute of 
| © 32. Henry VIII. after Sentence definitively gi- 
ven, he was ſent to Priſon by the Juſtices for 
his Obſtinate Refuſal of Payment.” All this 
Remembrance, and all theſe Thoughts, are but 
imperfect Accounts of ſomewhat partly forgotten: 
| We do find, that Nathanael Owen, before the Re- 

| volution, not only ſuffered ſeveral Years Impriſon- 


ment for Tithes, but for a Demand of 16 J. had 


Abc od 


= cc 


his Goods taken by Sequeſtration to the Value of 
140 J. But what have this Proſecution, and this 1H 
Impriſonment, or any other, which were before 1 
the Revolution, to do with the Proſecution men- 9 
tioned in the Brief Account, which was ten Years q 

| after the Revolution, and which doth not appear q 
bo have been attended with any Impriſonment ? 9 


Certainly, his being proſecuted before the Reuo- 
Cask IV. . lution, 
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tution, can have no Tendency to prove, that he 

| was not proſecuted again after the Revolution, 
But the Examiner, to puzzle a plain Caſe, con- 
founds things evidently diſtinct; and brings an 
imperfect Account of a Fact done before the Revo- 
lation, to diſprove a different Fact done ten Years 
800 the Revolution. And altho' he knows the 

Proſecution by us mentioned bears date in 1698, 
yet he has the Aſſurance to ſay, pag. 107, He 
5 Yang Clergyman) has been accuſed of neglect- 
a Remedy eaſy, and ſecure, before that 
Renedy was in being or even thought of ; of 
chofing the ſeverer Method, when no other 
could be choſen.” This he ſays, thoꝰ 'tis moſt 
certain that the eaſier Method was provided in 
Fear 1696. He adds, But after it was pro- 
« vided, he took that Method which they would 
2 preſcribe. ” Which, if true, was probably af. 
ter this Proſecution commenced, and when the 
Charge of carrying it on induced him to put a 
ſtop to it, and have Recourſe to a more moderate 
Way of Proceeding. This we are the more ready 
to think, from the Examiner's ſaying, that no 
e Bill appears to have been filed,” for the Pro- 
ſecution was certainly commenced, a Subpwr 
ſerved, and an Appearance entred thereto. 80 
that to the Examiner's Queries, Were the Re- 
<< cords of this Tranſaction entred from Memoir, 
hben and as it happened? And is the Account 
« faithfully extracted from thence?” We an 
ſwer, Yes; and that all he has advanced doth not 
a whit diminiſh either the Credit of the Record, 
er of thoſe who extracted the Account therefrom, 


Cam 1 Iv, TY AS 


A. 


ce 


eo 


4 
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CASE V. 


Brief Account. pag. 63. 1706. © JeREMIAH 
% VIX E, GEORGE COURTHOP, RICHARD Pelcx, 
“ and Jonn CoLvII, were proſecuted in the 


* Exchequer at the Suit of W de Buck, Vicar ; 
* of Cranbrook. Ee, 


To which this Nate? is fubjein d. 


c 


by his Death the Suit ceaſed. 5 


The Truth af this Caſe is confirmed both by the 
6c Anſwer of his Son,” whom the Examiner calls, 


* the Reverend Mr. Charles Buck,” who fays, 
pag. 108, © I have found two original Sub- 
« pœnas, which ſhew, that Jeremiah Vine, Rich. 
ard Price, George Courthop and George Coluil, 
| © were ſued in November the fifth of Queen 
Anne's Reign 1706, by my Father Charles 


* Buck, Vicar of Cranbrook;” and, by the Ac- 


count from the Records of the Exchequer, which 


| fays, pag. 110. In Michaelmas Term 5 Anna, 


| Truth of the Note ſubjoined is alſo confirmed by 
the faid Charles Buck, who fays, that © his Fa- 

| © ther died about the 1 th of February following 
| © inteſtate,” and that,“ as near as he can remem- 


Ca 3 . 


Bhs "Charles Buck, Vicar of Cranbrook, exhibited N 
his Bill in the Exchequer againſt George Cour- 
| © chop, John Colvil, Feremiab Vine, and Richard 


Pierce, for minute and Vicarial Tithes.“ The 


* The View died ati the Proſecution, and 


( 160 ) 
te her, the Arrears of Tithes due from the four 
* Owakers aforeſaid came to about 20 l. which 

« was all loſt by his Mother's not Renewing the 
S TT 8 „ 
That the Proſecutor in this Caſe was not igno- 
tant of the eaſier Method of Recovery, is appa- Þ 
rent by what his Son relates of his © cauſing ſe- 
ce yeral of his Pariſhioners, that were indebted to 
* him for Tithes, to be ſummoned to appear be- 
ce fore the Juſtices at their Sitting, which was 
* on 28 Y 
That the Proſecutor's Demand was recoverable 
by the eaſier Method is apparent, not only from 
what his Son obſerves, that the Arrears from 
© the four Qyakers came to about 20 J. but 
from the Account from the Records of the Exche- 
quer, where the Demand, though more than juſt, 
1s but 3 eee 
5. from Cowrthop for three Years. 
5 J. from Colvil for five Years. 
20 l. from Vine for ten Vears. 
20 J. from Pierce for ten Years. 


So that none of the Sums demanded did exceed 
40 f. per Annum, the Sum recoverable by the 
former of thoſe Acts, much leſs did it exceed 10 /. 
fer Annum, the Sum recoverable by the latter of 
them. And yet thoſe Sums mentioned, in that 
Account, far exceed the Sums acknowledged in 

the ſeveral Anſwers of the Defendants, pag. 111. 
nor did this Suit reſpect any thing due before the 

_ Commencement of thoſe Acts. Wherefore, the 
Proſecutor's Son's ſuppoſing, pag. 10g, that 
Vine s Arrear was (probably) more than 20 

HM T7: „ Years, 


(6161) 


Years,” and pag. 110, that * the whole 
© Debt of (Colvil) Father and Son conjunctly, 


« muſt be for no leſs than 38 Years,” is but 


mere conjecture, and has no Foundation from the 
Bill exhibited in the preſent Caſe. ATT 


We are next to conſider the Examiner's Objec- 
tions upon this Caſe; who, pag. 112, ſays, To 
<« theſe four Proſecutions the Anſwer is obvious, 


« that the Vicar's Right was denied, and a par- 


« ticular Modus ſet up in every Caſe, and is there- 
<« by an expreſs Exception to the Power of the 
6 Juſtices by both the Statutes.” But we think, 
that © an expreſs Exception to the Power of the 
« Juſtices,” cannot be, in a Caſe wherein no 
Application was ever made to the Juſtices, and 
that tis impoſſible, without any Recourſe to the 
Juſtices, to know, that the Ryater; would have 
made any Exception to their Power in Caſe of 


ſuch Application. | 


His next Cavil is upon John Colvil's ſaying in 
his Anſwer, that the Land occupied by him, 
« and the Houſe in the Occupation of his Mother 
* Suſanna Colvil, ALWAYS paid together 4 3. 


cc 4 d. in full for Vicarial Tithes, as a Modus 
«© or Cuſtom.” Which Words always pazrd muſt 


elſe that the * Son's Anſwer is untrue.” Nei- 
ther of which are neceſlarily conſequent from 


the Premiſes. For Payments might, for ought 
| the Examiner knows, have been made for 
both or either of them without their Conſent 


_ Casx V. | and 


in common Reaſon there refer to ſuch preced- 
ing Times wherein Payments had been cuſtoma- 
rily made: But the Examiner from thence would 
infer, that John Colvils © Father did pay,” or 


7 


| Yu 


(162) 
and *tis not fair in him to draw poſitive Conclu- 
ſions from uncertain Conjectures of a Perſon who 
ſets him an Example of more Modeſty in ſaying, 


« I think Tam not miſtaken, vhen I fay nothing 


* was paid by, or for both, or either of them.” 


So that the Pretence of any Arrears due from 


either of them before the Acts took place, being 


founded on mere Suppoſition, nothing can rea- 


ſonably be inferred from it. But tis reaſonable 
to infer from what the Examiner ſays, that 


Mr. Buck ſoon after the Acts were paſſed, ſum- 
c moned ſeveral of his Pariſhioners before the 
* Juſtice, that he could not poflibly be igno- 


rant of thoſe Acts 10 Years after when he com- 


menced this Proſecution, nor at any time within 


that Interval. | 


[4 


* 


reaſonableneſs of bringing an Accuſation for 
What was done fo long ago; eſpecially after 


the Death of Parties, whereby many Incidents 
either neceſſary, or proper for their De fence, 


AN 


<* are unknown, or forgotten.“ In this he ex- 


preſſes himſelf not very cautiouſly, in affirming 


what he does not know, viz. that © the Inci- 
e gents unknown or forgotten are many,” it being, 
as we apprehend, impoſſible for him to know 
whether they are many, few, or none at all, 
The like Objection, more prudently expreſs'd, 
we find to have been made in the early Part of 
this Controverſy in the Examination on Behalf of 
the Dioceſe of London, pag. 78. The Anſiber to 
which, publiſhed in our Vindication in 1737, 


pag. 97, 98, we ſhall tranſcribe, being as fol- 


lows, vis. 


CasEz V. 985 — This 


The Examiner, (pag. 1 13) urges « the Un- 
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v8 This ſeems calculated to amuſe the Reader, 


and to miſlead him to think, that the preſent 


© Account of their Sufferings is the only Ac= 


count of them which the Qyaters have pub- 


« liſhed within theſe forty Years paſt, and that 
© they had tarried ſo long, that the Diſtance 
of Time might ſecure their Account from Ins 


i{pection. '-. 
* But the Fallacy of this will appear by con- 


ſidering, 


. t the Deſign of the Duakers, and 


what was expected from them, was, to ſpe= 


cify the Proſecutions complained of, and their | 
Number, ſince the paſſing the aforefaid Achs. 


« II. That to do this, 'twas neceſſary to go 
back to the Time when thoſe Proſecutions 


began, which was ſoon after the Acts com- 


menced. 


« III. That before the Yew 17 10, the Sus 
kers had printed, publiſhed, and preſented to 


the Parliament, ſeveral Accounts of their , 
fering Cafes, while the Facts were freſh in 


ee 


Memory, the Perſons concerned Living, and 


the Circumſtances eaſy to have been enquired : 


into, Theſe were Part of the Caſes again 
lately exhibited : Tis not therefore reaſon- 
able in the Clergy to urge the Diſtance of 
Time, as an Excuſe of their Inability now to 
anſiver thoſe Facts, which, being before 
publiſhed at the Time they were done, they 
either would not, or could not then under- 


take the Confutation of, If the Clergy had 


then thought their Honour and Character ſo 
nearly concern'd, way had they not vindi- 


Cas V. = 7 LEES cated 
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* cated both at that Ti ime, by living Evi dences, 
<« rather than have referr'd it to be nom done by 
« far-fetcht Enquiries, half-forgot Circumſtances, 
c and falſe and ſcandalous Inſinuations? unleſs 
« perhaps the preſent Clergy may think them- | 
* ſelves better qualified to defend the Deceaſed 
by the latter Methods, than themſelves, when 
e living, were to have done it by the former. M 
IV. That as to the Qyakers, the Caſes may 
cc be all faid to be recent and new, and the Fact; 
© undoubted ; having not been intruſted to the 
8 Uncertainty of Memory and Conjecture, but 
« written in Order of Time, when and as they N 
de were tranſacted. | 
Tis farther obſervable, that the Specification | 
of the Proſecutors Names at this Time, was not 
of the Qyakers mere Option, but proceeded from 
the preſſing Importunity of the Advocates for the Þ 
Clergy ; wherefore the greater is their Difinge- Þ 
nuity, in repreſenting theſe Cafes as Accuſations Þ 
brought by the ©uakers to blemiſh the Cha- 
rater of particular Perſons, whoſe Names they 
| know had not been now mentioned, but at their 
Requeſt, who infiſted upon ſuch Specification 
92 of Facts as might give an Opportunity to en- 
* quire in the ſeveral Dioceſes into the Truth 
of them, and into the Circumſtances af 
« thoſe Suits and Impriſonments which wer 
made the Subject Matter of Complaint.” I 
The Brief Account therefore is not an Accuſes 
Lion, but a Specification, to give the Clergy tu 
Opportunity they deſired of Enquiry into the 
Truth of the Facts. In which Specification, ha 


not the Puakers gone back Os ce the 10 
CASE . 40 ticl 
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* tion of fix Years from the Time of the Tranſ- 


„action, the Clergy would probably have 
charged them with a deſigned Limitation of 
their Enquiries. But ſince it has otherwiſe hap- 
pened, that the Quakers have liberally ſupplied 
them with Materials for a perfect Enquiry ; 
and that they have hitherto purſued their En- 


quiries with uncommon Induſtry and Applica- 


tion, and have publiſhed what Informations they 
could get, under the moſt plauſible Appearance 
which the Artifice of their Advocates, (ſome of 
em of no mean Abilities) could invent: If, 
aſter all it ſhall appear, that they have laboured 
in vain, and fallen ſhort of their Purpoſe, their 

ill Succeſs can be aſcrib'd to nothing but the 
Badneſs of the Cauſe they have eſpouſed. OE 
The Examiner's Objection to the Defendants 
in this Caſe not paying the Tithe demanded to the 
Vicar's Widow after his Deceaſe, is ſcarce worth 
Notice: For, ſeeing they eſteemed the Demand 

it ſelf unjuſt and unchriſtian, his Death could 
not alter the Nature of it: Nor could they rea- 
ſonably ſuppoſe his Adminiſtratrix juitly intituled 
to receive what they never eſteemed a juſt Debt. 


© Conſcience, guided by Goſpel- Precept, never errs 


from ſtrict Juſtice, which never requires what 
that forbids, vis. the Payment of Jithes. If 
the Examiner would be truly informed who they 
are that oppreſs the Widow and the Fatherleſs, 
let him turn to the Brief Account, pag. 22, 
where he will find, that © the Widow Henderſon 
and her Son were impriſoned eleven Months 


for one Penny Tithe of Wool.” Pag. 28, 29, 
That, Fane Splatt aged Fo Years, was im- 
Cars V. X 2 | < priſon d 
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(166) 
ce priſon d above two Vears for Tithe worth 1 4d. 
Pag. 99, That Elizabeth Hugbes Widow, 
« having ſix Fatherleſs Children, was impri- 
“ ſon'd about 16 Months for ſmall Tithes, pre- 

te tended to be due from her Mother decealed, ” 
Pag. 144, That Jane Robinſon Widow, was 
* 1mpriſon'd nine * * fr a, 4d. Tithe of 
% Apples and Bees.” hat Hannah 
e Wakefield, and 1 Coupland, lay in Appleby 
e Goal eleven Months on a Writ de Excommu- 
© nicats Capiendo for Mortuaries. And pag. 

1 2 That Anne Green, a poor Widow, was 
* impriſon'd almoſt two Years: for ſmall Tithes 
* and a Mortuary.” Let him alſo conſider who 
| were the Authors of thoſe Impriſonments ; and 
with what Degree of Sincerity that Peron acts, 
who while he is advocating the Cauſe of ſuch 


Oppreſſors, can pretend a Concern for the Fa. 
therleſs and the M. 1dow. 


© A SE VL 


B- 2 Account, pag. 3 0 ; AMos Bicknam, of F 
< the Iſle of Tanet, Was proſecuted in the Fe- 
11 clefiaſtical Court at the Suit of Jobn Seat 
Wo Clerk.” 55 e 


25 which ahi Note ſ F 1*5 2 a. 


1. -Dickbem was ſued for a Demand af 75 Pr 
* Aunum tor one Farm, and 15. 6d. for ae 
ff He conſtantly weng their Courts, prevented 
_ Casr VI. Excommunication 
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te Excommunication for Contempt i in not ap- 
+ pearing : And his Adverſary at laſt making 


te Default in his own Appearance, the Suit was 
6 diſmiſs'd.” 


In Anſwer to this, the Examiner produces | 


what he calls“ The Account from the Reve- 


cc rend Mr. Richard Leightonhouſe,” i wherein we 


are told, that Amos Bickham, the Duaker, was 


« Tenant of two Farms, —And that, The 
« Pariſh Clerks Wages for the great Farm (ac- 
ce cording to ancient Cuſtom) s 95. per Annum, 
te for the leſſer Farm 15. Gd. and that Bickham 
« uſed theſe two Farms near 30 Years, and 
ce never paid any.” But the Account doth not 


ſhew the Right of any Demand at all from 


Bictham in this Caſe: But if ancient Cuſtom 
weigh any thing, we are informed from Biſhop 
| Stullingflect's Ecclefiaftical Caſes, pag. 131, 132, 
that There were of old ſeveral Clerks ESO 


« to the Church, and they were all maintaine 


HE the Miniſter at his own Charge.” The Ex- 


aminer, when he writes again, may be pleas'd to 


inform us, by what Law, Authority, or Right, 
| the Pariſh Clerk, who © of old was maintained- 


by the Miniſter at his own Charge,” does now 
a. days claim Wages from the Pariſhioners ? And 


what Authority the Ecclefaſtical Court had to 
intermeddle in this Affair? 
We are told, that upon the 3 
| Preſentment, © The Saaler and Pariſh-Clerk 
| © both appear'd at Court next Court Day.” And 
| that as they rode home . ps Quaker 
told the Harker it was in his 
Cas RL -_ Power 
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* # Power to put down his School, and he 
* would certainly do it. Upon this Threatning 
te the Pariſh-Clerk appear'd no more at Court, 
© and fo this Suit ended.” But if we credit the 
Account from the Ecclefaftical Court, it did not 
end there, but was © continued four Court 
% Days,” probably, to have catcht B:ckham in 
Default 2 Appearing: Tis indeed ſaid, that 
e it does not appear that Bickbam himſelf at- 
© tended thoſe Courts;” but had he not ap- 
pear'd either by himſelf or his Proctor, the Court 
would probably have taken an Advantage againſt 


him. 
But tho' the Rumi hls no ſubſtantial 


Matter againſt the Truth of this Caſe, yet an 


accidental Slip of the Preſs has given him an 
Occaſion to exult, as if he had diſcovered a pro- 
found Plot againſt the Clergy : I muſt, ſays he, 
“ here leave it to the Reader, Whether he did 
not by the Charge underſtand that Amos Bick- 
bam was ſued by John Swain, a Clergyman, 
nin the Eccliſiaſtica! Court for a Demand re- 
_ © coverable by the Ads of 7 and 8 of King 
William the zd. 
To this we have already ſufficiently replied i in 
| pag. 119, 120. foregoing, by ſhewing that the Ex- 
 aminer's Objection has no other Foundation than 
an Error of the Preſs, in omitting the Word 
Pariſh, and that himſelf in all probability could 
8 . not 


— 
—— 


* 1 | ſeems: abr able that Bickham could have it it 
tis Pozcer to put down @ School, fupporied by a Salary, 
<obereaf ( tbe Examiner bin of 7 tells us) one Falf wa 
aid oy te Vicar, | mn 
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not avoid ſeeing it to be ſo. If the Reader wil 
be pleaſed to turn to thoſe Pages, he will ſee the 
Examiner's Diſingenuity on this Occaſion, and 
how little Reaſon he has to pretend, that © this 
« was done deſignedly. His Objection alſo, that 
« Pariſh-Clerk's Wages” are not recoverable 
by the faid As,” is replied to in pag. 125. 
foregoing. By what is before ſaid in the Pages 
referr'd to, *twill appear, that na Body has 


| < tamper d with the Evidence“ in this Caſe: 


That there was no © Fault either in the Compi- 
« lers of the Brief Account, or in thoſe who 
« made up the Record, or in the original 


« Memoirs from whence it was entred:” But 


purely and only an accidental Omiſſion of the 
Printer in leaving out the Word Pariſh, which 
if the Reader be pleas'd to inſert before the Word 

Clerk, the Examiner's Cavil will be removed, 


and the Credit of the Brief Account in _ Caſe 5 
nothing affected thereby. 


CASE VI. 


Brief Account, pag. 65, 1734. 05 Jonx 
% WooDLAND of Merſbam was proſecuted in the 


« Exchequer at the Suit of Henry e Vicar 
« of Merſham.” 5 


: To this Caſe, we have the Account given by 
Dr. Henry Archer himſelf, who objects nothing 
to the Truth of it, except, that he is Rector, not 
Vicar, of Merſham. 5 

The Doctors Demand on Weodland was by 


his own Account, pag. 119. © « two Guineas a 
CASE VII. : i 


( 170 1 
4 Year,” a Sum doubtleſs recovetable by tle 
Acts. : 
That the Docro- knew it to be ſo, appears by 
the Account himſelf gives of his « Application 
to the Juſtices at the End of two Years; 
ie ho, he ſays, readily granted him a Warrant, 
ee and were ſo civil to him to let it £0 through 
« his Hands to the Officer.” 
The Doctor farther ſays, that he gave the 
„ Warrant to the Officer,” and 'tis certain he 
might have oblig d the Officer to execute it: But 
the Doctor is not very explicit in aſſigning the 
Reaſons which induced him to drop that War- 
rant, and never after to apply to the Juſtices, 
who © were fo civil to him.” Could their 
_ Civility reaſonably induce the Doctor to avoid 
their Deciſion for the future; and even to reje& 
the Uſe of what they had granted him? We 
ſuppoſe not. But ſince the Doctor declares, 
pag. 120, that © he never intended to deal 
2» hardly by Woodland,” we are very ſorry that 


he was miſled by ill Advice eto employ an At. 


8 „ forney to call him to an Account in the Exche- 

* guer,” and that he was fo far miſtaken, as to 
chit that it © might have been in a ſhort Way, 
© and at a ſmall Expence.” 

Since Woodland's putting in an Anſwer, which 
is above fix Years ago, the Doctor has had no 
* Inclination to go on,” having fince perceiv'd, 
that the Forms of Law are not oort, nor the 
Expence of it eaſy. 

_ He aſſigns alſo another Reaſon for his pro 
ceeding no farther, which we here tranſcribe in 
his own Words, + 

CASE VII. 45 For, 
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te For, . ſays te, no ſingle Clergyman is 4 
tc Match for an intereſted and contentious Pu 
cc ker, who; tho' he talks loud of Perſecution, 


yet in many Caſes feels nothing at all. For, 
if I am rightly informed, if he be an intes 


© reſted Man amongſt them, whenever he has 4 
ce Way, he has no more to do than to tranſmit 


« Friends in London, who immediately under: 
ce take tht Management of it; they have their 


te the Proftuted 3 is at no Charge.” Mo 
The Credit of this depends upon the Veracity 
df the Doctor's Informer, who himſelf ſeems not 


this Information has diſpoſed the Doctor to Peace, 


Friends in London and Friends in the Country, 
zs certainly tfue; for, tis the Nature of theit 


'E patticular Actonnt from ùs at preſent. 


dhe Matter ; for the de Afair was in the 
Hands of Friends at Londoi, who managed 
: © ſuch Affairs for them ;” it thews indeed that 


Buſineſs, and that he coiild, in this Caf of 
i Cage * 1 Y  Conjeien' 


Pemand made upon him for Tithes in a legal 


it his Caſe, bs 511g in his own Way, to the 


Agents, and a common Fund ready, ſo that 


rightly informed in the Affair. However, ſince 


the good Effect of it may atone for its Miſ- 
takes, That Brotherly Love ſubſiſts between 


18 Teſtimony to unite them, atid make 
them ready to aſſiſt and ſerve one another in the 
5 | faithful Obſervance of it : But as to the Methods 

ok their mutual Aſſiſtance, and how far it ex- 
tends; the Doctor's Prudence will hardly expect 


i Wedlatid did tell the Doctor * once with 
great Unconcernedneſs, that he knew little of 


| IViedland could truſt his Friends with hig 


„ 
Conſcience, calmly, and with © great Unconcern- 
«* edneſs, ſubmit himſelf to whatſoever the que 
of the Suit might be: Yet, it doth not ſhew, 
nor has the Door any juſt © Reaſon” from 
thence © to think,” that © the Profecuted is at 
no Charge,” nor that his Obſtinacy (a 
* Nick Name for Conſcience) is thus back d 
and ſupported.” This ſtill relies upon the | 
ſole Credit of the Doctor's Informer. 
Thus, /ays the Doctor, the Matter reſts at 
_ < preſent,” And thus, if the Doctor pleaſes, it 
ever may reſt, If, as he ſays, he has © no Plea- 
«© ſure in the Thought of being entangled in 
Law,“ 'tis to be hoped he will not entangle 
himſelf therein by reviving this Suit, the Be. 
ginning of which appears to have been unnecel- Þ 
tary. For, tho' the Doctor mentions © Injuries Þ 
«© he Yearly receives from this Man;“ yet it Þ 
_ doth not appear, even by the Doctor's own Ac- i 
count, that ever Woodland did any Thing to pre- 
vent the Doctor either from taking his great 
Tithes in Kind, as uſual, or from recovering hi 
ſmall Tithes by Warrant from the Juſtices, 
Wherefore we muſt conclude that all the Incon- 
veniencies the Doctor has incurr'd in this Cafe 
are owing purely to his Declenſion of the more 
_ eaſy, Methods, and having Recourſe to an Ex 
chequer Proſecution,” a 
Seeing then that the Doctor profeſſes, pag. 
122, to © have always treated him (WWou- 
* land) with great Temper ;” and * to have no 
| OO om « Enmity 


— 


So lbe Doctor bimſelf explains it, pag. 122, ** £0 
«« ſcience or Obſtinacy,? 


„„ 
« Enmity towards him :” "Tis hoped he will 


for the future ſhun the Rock he has once ſplit 
againſt, and purſuant to the Hint given in the 


Country Parſon's Plea, like a © wije Clergyman 
« for 2 own Sake,” and like a good Clergy- 
« nan in Compaſſion to his Neighbour the Q- 
« fer, take the eaſy and cheap Method pre- 
« {crib'd by the Ads of the 7th & 8th of King 
William for the Recovery of his Dues.” _ 


A 


* 
A 


© rented of him Part of his Glebe,” Whence 
we preſume, that the Doctor, by his due Pay- 


ment of his Rent, has found him to be 7u/? and 
* honeſt: And that the Dofor will be more mer- 


N ciful toward a Man whom he knows to be 7, 


than to proſecute him with Rigour for being 


| conſcient10us. 


« The Account (pa 5 122) from the Records ; 
| © in the Exchequer” ſhews, both by the Doctor's 
| Bill, and Woodland's Anſwer, that the Matters 
ſued for, were only certain Species of ſmall 
Tithes, which might have been recovered by the 


eaſier Method provided. 


, 


©« The Motives of Dr. Archer's bringing this 


e Suit in the Exchequer, appear from his own 


* Account free from thoſe odious Reflections 
* contain'd in the general Charge.” The 
Moti ves of the Doctor, in this Caſe, we have 
already ſhewn to have been z// Advice and Mi 
take, through which he was led into a Sit, 
Ha TH v8 wherein 


* 2 
** 


The Doctor lets us know, that Woodland is a 
old Tenant of his, and “ has for many Years 
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We are next to conſider the Remarks of the 
Examiner upon this Caſe, who ſays, pag. 123, 
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wherein he. hath, from better Advice, and 
ſounder Judgment, forborn to proceed. 
The Examiner goes on, The Doctor was | 
© collated to this ReQory the oth of Oclober 
_ * 1726, ſo that he had for 8 Years together 
been deprived of many of his Dues before he 
took this Method, and as his Bill has no Re- 
< ttoſpect for the firſt four Years, thoſe may be 
c entirely loſt.” This we think contradicted by 


the Doctor himſelf, who ſays, pag. 118, © S0 


© after I came to this Reftory, which had before 
been leaſed out, I was obliged to take my 
« Tithes in Kind: Y And, pag. 119, © I received 


. the Tithes of Hay and Corn which were ſet 


* out, and ſome Woot and Lambs, but of nei- 
5 ther, J believe, to the full.” The Do#er 
plainly acknowledges the Receipt of thoſe Tithes 
(tho perhaps not to the full) which the Ex- 
aminer, in Defiance of his Aſſertion, uppoſes 
by may be entirely loſt . 
The Examiner — that © his (the Doc- 
t for's) firſt attempting to obtain them by the 
e' fuſtices Warrant, ſhews it was not his Choice; 
but ve think, that the Doctor in preventing 
the Service of a Warrant which the Juſtice had 
granted him, and which he had given to the 
Officer, did clearly ſhew that it was his Choice 
not to make Uſe of it. 
Whether the Doctor's faying © I was adviſed 
to employ an Attorney, be a ſufficient Warrant 
for the Examiner to ſay, He was forced into a 
«© Law-Suit,” probably the Reader may queſtion. 
Nor perhaps will he be able to diſcern how 


s the 'Duakers having denied the Doctor s Right 
Car VII. 0 


tw) 


« to a Part of thoſe Tithes,” in Anfever to a Bill 


in the Exchequer, can prove, that they wou Id. 


not have been recoverable in Caſe of a Prior 
| Application to the Juſtices. 


The Examiner endeavours, pag. 124, to fix 


an undeſeryed Imputation upon John Woodland, 


by repreſenting him as having * at firſt paid _ 


F oreat Tithes,” and his Tithes of Wool and 
« Tombs, ſo far as they could be diſcovered,” and 


i conſcientiouſly refuſing to pay only what he 


« could conceal ;” and again, The Payment 
e of great T ithes, and of Wool and Lambs, were 


cc 


A 


te acted upon different Principles of Conſcience.” 


In all which he attempts an Impoſition upon his 

| Reader's Judgment, and to miſlead him into an 
Opinion of Woodland's having voluntarily paid 
ws 5 the Doctor or his Agents took away from 


him without his Conſent. * 


8 


— 


— — — 


* See 2 Tiber e given to "this by John 8 


Woodland bimſelf, VIZ, 


60 10 Ah bas to what i is ſaid of me in As Caſe i in 


ea Book intituled, An Examination of the Brief Ac- 


e count of the Proſecutions of many of the People called 


„ Quakers, &c. I believe, Henry Archer the Rec- 


tor was not under a Neceſſity of taking his ſmall 
« Tithes in kind, for had he been content to have 


« taken them, as they were wont to be paid to the 
5 late Leſſee of the Tithes, Henry Eve, I am well 


tom that had been uſed, as long or longer than I 
6 can remember, he generally for the moſt Part 
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voluntary,” and thence would infer, that © he 


Caen „ ooo Eh. 


« aſſured the other Pariſhioners would have paid 
*« him freely, but being not content with the Cuſ- 


7 © demandy 
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The Examiner repeats what, he ſays, * The 


« Doctor intimates, that the Defendant 18 at no 
t Charge, but is ſupported therein out of the 


common Stock,” to which he adds his own 


Cars; VL Explication, 


„ * 


. Cs 


« demands 2 great deal more, of ſome double, of 
others treble what they did uſe to pay for ſmal! 


“ Tithes, at which they grudge very much, and 
<< ſpeak of it as a great Hardſhip and Impoſition, 


« The Reaſon of my refuſing to pay him was not on 
& Account of this Increaſe in his Demand, but my 


being conſcientiouſly perſuaded that Tithes ought 
c not to be paid now in this Goſpel-Day to any 


cc being or pretending to be Chriſt's Miniſters. And 


« what is ſaid of my paying great Tithes, and of 


« Wool and Lambs voluntarily, is falſe, for they were 


& all taken from me by Force againſt my Will by the 
« ſaid Henry Archer or his Order. 
E Ttis true, as Henry Archer ſays © the Perſon who 
« bad a Leaſe of the Living before he came, always 
<< took bis Tithes from me by Force,“ becauſe I could 
<< not in Conſcience pay Tithes voluntarily: But then 


<< by what Force was it? Not by perplexing Exche- 
«© quer Suits, but by diſtraining by Juſtices War- 


« rants, and it is to be obſerved, that the Diſtreſſes 
ee heſo made on me, were for the Whole both great 


„ and {mall Tithes, which he rated on me, {and jmy 


« Father before me, according to the Corn and other 


* Produce he ſaw we yearly had: Whereas the faid 


yet other ſmall Tithes, as of Hemp, Flax, Mili, 
Calves, Eggs, Honey, and 1 remember not what al 


Henry Archer hath not only againſt my Will (and 
«< ſo. not by me voluntarily paid) taken, (as he ac- 
„ knowledges) the great Tithes of my Corn, with 
c the ſmall Tithes of my Hay, Wool, and Lamb, 
but hath alſo proſecuted me in the Exchequer tot 


- my beſides, 


Anm 


3 


11 


Kip lication, viz. © perhaps his calling 3 it a com- 
bc n Fund may admit of a Cavil in the An- 


ee ſer, as it ſeems to imply fomething which 


e brings in an Income appropriated to that pur- 


CasRE VII. 5 1 wa 


—— 
2 


40 befides, for which together be Ae me (as he 
« faith) at Two Guineas a Year ; which, before he 
«© came to the Living, did not uſe to be demanded 
« otherwiſe than by its being included among the reſt, 
« under the general Term of /ma!l Tithes : And more- 
« over let it "be obſerved, that the moſt that hath 
been charged for great and ſmall Tithes together on 
« the ſame Lands that I now uſe in any one Year, 
« from the Year 1712 to the Year 1726, was but 


* 


« 7. 75. Gd. and moſt of the other Years within that 


Time but gl. odd Money, and 471. odd Money per 
« Year; and ſince that Time Henry Archer hath 


« taken the Tithes (or others for him) from me him- 


„ ſelf both great and ſmall, except that for which he 
« charges and ſerved me as above. So that the faid 


« Henry Archer might, it he had been ſo minded, 
« have as eaſily gotten not only the ſmall Tithes, 
«© but the great Tithes alſo, as his Predeceſſor did, 


* by Juſtices Warrants, it being far within the Reach 


« of the Acts of the 7th and 8th of King William the 
« Third, notwithſtanding the Examiner labours o 
& hard to ſhew the contrary. 


„As to the one Acre of Glebe Land 1 hire of the | 
« ſaid Henry Archer, I think rational and unpreju- 
% diced Men will readily fee and acknowledge the 
&« Difference between paying Rent for that which I 
„ have a valuable Conſtderation, and paying of 
« Tithes, for which I have no valuable Confi eration, 


* and cannot pay for the Reaſons above,” 

The foregoing Anſwer of John Woodland, 1s 4 full 
Confutation of the Examiner's unmerited and una Ke- 
Vection, on his Character. | 
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Ee ; but whether they have a Fund, or the 


nce be born out of the Contributions 
e for Charities, or Sufferings left to the 


_,. « Pixretöon of the Friend; 1 in the Application of 


1 it, it makes no Difference. 
This Intimation, and theſe Suggeſtions, may, 


for ought appears to the contrary, be but ground- 
Teſs Imaginations: And yet the Examiner has the 


Aſſurance to tell the Qyaters, pag. 125, lt 


will be expected that they ſhould explain, and 


c juſtify, if they can, their thus ſupporting and 


« maintaining Suits againſt the. Clergy.” An 
Expectation altogether vain and irrational. Does 


he expect that they ſhould explain his Fictions, ; 
and juſtify that which, for ought he knows, ne- 
ver was? But what does he mean by ſupporting | 


and maintaining Suits againſt the Clergy? Where 
does he meet with ſuch Suits? The Records of 
the Exchequer may furniſh him with a Multitude 
of Suits againſt the Quakers; but we have not 
vet met with any of theirs againſt the Clergy, 
"Tis abſurd in him to expect, that the ©waker: 
ſhould ſhew how far they are innocently con- 
cerned in maintaining Suits which never were. 


But ſuppoſing this unwarrantable Surmi/e of 1 


common Fund for the Purpoſe of mutual Aſliſtance 
in a Chriſtian Cauſe had been real: Where's the 
Crime of it? Had not the Primitive. Chriſtians 2 
common Fund, Acts iv. 34? Did not they aflil 
the proſecuted Brethren out of that common Fund, 
Phil. iv. 14, 15, 16? And had not their Adver- 
faries as much Reaſon as Dr. Archer to object, 
that © their Obſtinacy (or they alſs calld Cor: 
* ſcience by that Name) was thus back'd and 
CASE VII. CY | Sportes 


N . 
te ſupported ? ” Doubtleſs they had. And yet 
unprejudiced Charity induced many others to 
look upon the ſame thing asan Evidence of Chrif- 
tian Affection, and to cry out, Behold! how they 


love one another, 


| been at ſome Expence; which may ſuffice to ſa- 
| tisfy the Examiner, that not only our Friend,” 
but the Doctor himſelf © has really ſuffered:” And 
| we ſuppoſe, that if the Query Whether ſuch 
their Suffering was for Conſcience Sake? ſhall 
be equally propoſed to them both, our Frizzd will 
| anſwer it better than the Doctor. 
| The Examiner is pleaſed, pag. 125, to form a 
| Rule of Conſcience, and father it upon us:“ The 
Rule of Conſcience, ſays he, in this Matter 
© laid down by them is, that a ſetled Mainte- 
| * nance of Miniſters is contrary to the Goſpel.” 
But in this he is not right: For, we don't fay 
that © a ſetled Maintenance of Miniſters is con- 
| * trary to the Goſpel.” What we fay is, that 
[a forced Maintenance of Miniſters is contrary to 
the Goſpel. Wherefore his ſaying, that Woodland 
a rigid Quafer come of a Family © of ſuch, did 
e not {cruple to hire the Rector's Glebe, and his 
e Conſcience permitted him to pay Rent for 
* it,” contains nothing inconfiſtent with our 
Rule, unleſs he can ſhew ſome Power of Com- 
CasE VII. e pulſion 


(180 
oulfion in the Affair, The Rectors Title to the 
Glebe is out of the Queſtion, for Yoodland pays 


Rent for it in Conſideration of his own Occu- | 


pation of the Land, not of the Rector's Title to 
it. He pays Rent for the Glebe, becauſe in his 
Occupation of the Glebe he receives a valuable 
Conſideration for that Rent. But, he refuſes 


to pay Tithes, becauſe he receives from the ; 
Rector no valuable Confideration for them; and 


becauſe he eſteems them forbidden by the Goſ- 
pel of Chriſt : Nor can he in Conſcience agree to 
pay what is ſo forbidden. His Conſcience is not at 
Liberty by any private Contract to diſſolve an Ob- F 
ligation ariſing from Scripture Precept. But in 
the Caſe of hiring Land, which the Scripture 
does not forbid, his Conſcience is free, and he is 
at Liberty to make a Contract, which Contract 
he is in Conſcience obliged to perform. 
- The Examiner, we conceive, miſtakes in fay- 
ing, that © an Obligation ariſing from Contract 
* has its binding Force from the Law,” becauſc 
ſuch an Obligation would be equally binding up- 
on the Conſcience, if there was no Law. Tho 
then a Man's own Agreement may oblige him in 
Conſcience to do what is not forbidden by the 
Goſpel of Chriſt; yet, what is forbidden by the 
Golpel remains © unlawful in Conſcience,” and 
no Agreement of his can make it otherwiſe. 
We have now conſidered the Examination ol 
the Seven Caſes, which the Examiner calls © an 
 « Inconfiderable Number in fo large a Diſtrict in 
e the Space of forty Years.” An Obſervation, 
which, had he been wiſe, might have reſtrain 
him from conſidering them, But the Severity of 
by of «7 ih | 9 thoſe 


( 18x ) 

thoſe who made thoſe Methods their Choice is 
conſiderable, and merits Reſtraint, by a Removal 
of that Choice which they abuſed. But, fays 


the Examiner, The Parties complaining might, 
and ought to have prevented it by a voluntary 
it 


* Compliance; which is not true, unleſs 


could be their Duty to do what they believe the EL 


1 % 


Goſpel has forbidden. 


Soon after the firſt Examination of the Brief 
Account was publiſhed, in Behalf of the Clergy 
of the Dioceſe of London, the Fallacy and Injuſ- 


tice of their Calculations and Remarks, the Eva- 


ſion and Diſingenuity of their Anſwers and Reflec- 
tions, and the Falſhood and Inconſiſtency of the 
| Intelligencies by them publiſhed, were ſo fully 

wm hat 'twas thought by many, the 
Prudence of the Clergy would have induced them 


made appear, t 


to forbear any farther Enquiry. 


But they thought meet to proceed, and have 
ſince publiſhed ſeveral other Examinations, the 
Writers of which (ut muli mutuo ſcabiunt) nota= 
bly applaud one another: The impartial Rea- 


der will beſt judge how far their Performances 
ew EEE LF Sand cos hh 


The Brief Account is a Specification of true 
Facts; nor have the ſeveral Examiners hitherta 


diſcovered any Fal/hood therein. They have in- 


deed diſcovered a few Errors either of the Tran- 
ſcripts or the Preſs, (much fewer than ordinarily 
are in a Compoſure of this Nature) and have d/- 
 Ingenuoufly dwelt upon them. They have ſtoop'd. 


ſo low, as from a ſingle Miſtake of the Preſs in 


one Caſe, to aſperſe all the reſt with a General 


Imputation of Falſbocd, when yet tis apparent 
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( 182 ) 
| from the Nature of thoſe Caſes, that they are al- 
together diſtin& and independent of one another, 
and a Miſtake in any one of them cannot poflibly 
affect any other of them, being Accounts of 
different Fas received from as many diſtin 
and different Relators. 

In the foregoing Sections we have endeavoured 
to ſhew the Weakneſs of the Examiner's general 
Reaſoning ; and in his, the Inſufficiency” of his 
Objections to the Particular Caſes, Ld which it 
APPERrs, that 1 in -” 


"© A 8 E 4 The Lipids of C Yoh 
Tove, and the Value of the Demand, are undenia- 
ble, nor is there the leaſt Pretence that the Proſe- 
cutor did at all apply to the Juſtices for the Reco- 
very of his Claim, though very ſmall, being not 
above 10 5. per Annum by his own Bill in the 
Exchequer. Hs 


-C A 8 E 3 Is neither Sifproved, nor di- 
realy denied ; but evaded by a Denial of 88985 
Thing than what we aſſerted. 


CAS E . Is fully confirm'd, both as to 


the Certainty of the Proſecution, and the Value 


of the Demand, by a Perſon, who, the Exan- 
ner himſelf aeknowledges, will neither 0 © conceal 
= nor diſguiſe the "Tram. e 


O A 8 E IV. Is rather a. thin diſ- 
proved, by the Examiner, in ſhewing us, that the 
tame Clergyman did proſecute the fame Quaker 
many Years before. 8 


CASE 


n 
. 
"ei ae 


| ver enjoyned any ung inconſiſtent with Tu/tzce 


(183) : 

CASE V. Is expreſly confirmed by the 
Proſecutor” s own Son, and the utmoſt Demand, 
even in the Exchequer Bill it ſelf, was leſs than 


40 5. per Annum from any one of the Perſons 
proſecuted. 


e A S E VI. The Proſecution appears to 
have been for a Pariſh Clerk's Wages, in which, 
if not recoverable by the Acts, the Iniquity of the 
 Ecclefraftical Court is aggravated, in worrying the 
King's faithful Subjects for Claims recoverable by 
no Law or Statute of the Land. 


[CA 8 E VII. The Proſecution was only 
for fmall Tithes, as appears by the Exchequer 
Bill; and when the Proſecutor applied to the 
b Juſtices for Part of thofe Tithes, they readily | 
granted their Warrant, which he was prevailed 
upon to lay aſide, and afterward had Recourſe to 
the Exchequer: A Method he has ſince with 
; good Reaſon declined to proceed in. 


but many of them (the Qyakers) have a bet- 
ter Senſe of Juſtice, and common 'Honeſty, 


Chriſt, and the Doctrine of his Goſpel, who ne- 


and 
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1 dende not, ſays the Examiner, pag. 131 


than the Principles which have been laid 
| © down, and which I have examined, are con- 

| © ſiſtent with.” But he has not ſhown wherein 
| thoſe Principles are inconſiſtent either with f 
tice or Honeſty. The Puakers eſteem the Prin- 
| ciples he oppoſes, to be founded on the Precepts of 
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(14) 
and Honeſtly. Let him demonſtrate the Juſtice of 

| his Claim to Tithes, by proving it conſiſtent with 
CTV | 
He adds, They have the Freedom of /erv. | 
te ing God in their own Way.” A Bleſſing for 
which they are thankful to God and the Govern. F 
ment: But the Examiner will ſcarce perſuade Þ 
them to think, that the Compulſion of TITANS 
from them, to maintain thoſe who are hired to Þ 
Jerve God in another Way, is any Part of that 
"£0 | . . Tn 
He proceeds, © But their Duty toward thei: Þ 
«© Neighbour muſt be governed by the Laws of 
© the Land,” Does the Examiner think that our 
Chriſtian Duty toward our Neighbour is as alter. Þ 
able and repealable as an Act of Parliament? 
Does he intend to ſuperſede all Obligation to Scrip- 
ture Precept in this Point? There are man 
a Variety of Rules in the New Teftament reſpec. 
ing our Duty toward our Neighbour, Tis poli 
ble the Laws of the Land may at ſome times in- 
terfere with or contradict the Precepts of the Gol- Þ 
pel in this Caſe: What muſt we do then? The 
Examiner in ſuch a Caſe, (and ſuch a Caſe we 
take that of Tithes to be) muſt either admit an 
Exception to his General Rule, or exalt the Au- 
thority of Human Ordinances above that of th 
JJ SE Gn 
His Inſtance of thoſe of the Epiſcopal Commu- * 
nion in Scotland paying Tithes, is not parallel u 
that of the Qzakers in England; unleſs he can 
thew, that they have the like Scruple of Conſci 
once as the Qyakers, However, the forcei 4 
; e enn 


(nds) 
| Maintenance of Miniſters by Law is no more 
Evangelical in England, than tis in Scotland, ot 
any other Country. 


I! be Concluſion. 


E * in the Gaia Sections tra- 
ced the Examiner's Performance Step 
* Step, and have endeavoured to 


Tu Ar the Principles of the Quakers, which | 
| he oppoſes, are founded on the Precepts of 
Chriſt and the Doctrine of the Goſpel ; do moſt | 
effectually eſtabliſh the publick Security; and 
are injurious to no Man's Property. 
Tur their Pha of Conſcience, . the 
| Payment of T ithes, is both g and Pro- 
LTeſtant. 
KF Ts AT the Clergies legal Claim to Tithes 
doth not neceſſarily infer a a rightful pn in 
| them. 
MM TH A T the over-ruling a © Plea of Conſci- 
| © ence” by mere Force of Law has been the Prac- 
dee of all Perſecutors for Religion. 
oh Tram the original Donations of T ithes in 
u this Nation proceeded from the Groſs Super- 


- Rome and falſe ns of the Church ar 
me, 


Tran 


(62869) 


Tu Ar the Superſtitious Uſes and Services for 


which they were given, are juſtly rejected by all 


true Proteſtants. 
uA the Deluſion and Craft, which Rom. 
Ecclefiaſticks exerciſed to deceive the People into 


thoſe Donations, ſprung from their Covetoutneſs, 


and their Breach of © the Command of God in 
the Decalogue, af Neither ſhalt thou covet any thing 
that is thy Neighbour s. Deut. v. 21. 


Tr AT the Examiner his not reconciled the 
forced Maintenance of Miniſters by Tithes, with 
the Precepts of Chriſt,” Freely ye have 2 


cei ved, freely give. Mat. x. 8. Eat fach thi ngs 
as are 2 before jou. Luke x. 8. 

NxrrhER hath he reconciled the Ciergies Ex- 
emption from Labour, with the Practice of the 


« Apoſtles,” who wrought with Labour and tra- 
vel Night and Day that they mga not be charges 


able to any, 2 Theſſ. iii. 3. 8. 
Nrrrüzk hath he ſhewed, that the fir 
Principles of natural Juſtice”. intitle one Man 
to the Fruit of other Men's Labours, without any 
valuable Conſideration received. 

NzxiTHER has he proved, that © the moſt 
ce ancient Laws of the Land” are always the moſt 
| righteous. 

Nox that Superſtition, 82 e down to us 
e through ſucceſſive Ages, doth become true 
e Religion; Nor, that the © confirming and en- 
_« forcing by the Legiſlature upon our early Re- 
formation from Popery” the Popiſh Pay which 

had been given for Popyſh Uſes and Services, was 

ny. Part of that Reformation. ES 
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Nxtrur has he ſhewn, that the“ Nature of 
be Goſpel Liberty requires the Confirmation 
and enforcing of any ſuch Pay :” Non has 
he ſhewn, that the Novelty and Singularity of the 
Quabers in refuſing to pay Tithes proceed from 
any other Cauſe than that of Obedience to Goſpel- 
Precept being too much out of F aſhion, which 
nevertheleſs may be their Duty. 
Nan of all theſe things has the Examiner 
done, and yet the doing any One of them would 
* have been of more Service to the Cauſe he eſ- 
pouſes, than any thing he has done. But tis hard 
to kick againſt the Pricks, Acts ix. 
„The Proſecutions, Excomminications, At- 
« tachments, Writs of Rebellion; Impriſonments; 
1 Sequeſtrations, and Seizure of Goods, which 
9 ſome of the Clergy have procured againſt the 
£ Quakers, are convincing Proofs,” that the 
| Spirit of Perſecution is not utterly extinct ; and 
that the Property of the Subject is not ſufficiently 
guarded from the deſtructive Purpoſes of thoſe, 
: who, | in Contempt of the moderate Laws of the 
| the preſent. Government, are needleſly reviving 
old Severities, and abuling the Name of the 
| Clergy by defending Practices which reproach N 
| their Character. 
| And this Uſage the Quakers meet with, not 
| only from the Cler oy ; but, becauſe they can't 
| think the Superſtition of Tithes removed by tranſ- 
| ferring them, they are in like Manner treated by 
| the Lay-Impropriator; and likewiſe by ſome 
| Cu e erden for their Rates. Thus by unne- 
celfary Proſccutions, Men of Contentious Die 

| A 4 | Dtluus, | 
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ſitions ſtill continue to vex the conſcientious, and 


to oppreſs the Fatherleſs and the Widow. 


_ Suits of this Nature being plain Indications of 


more Rigour than the Clergy concerned in them 
are willing to own, they have attempted to lay 


the Odium of their Proceedings upon the Courts 


of Juſtice ; and to cover their own Severity by 
diſhonourably imputing it to the Proceſſes and De. | 
crees which their unneceſſary Recourſe to thoſe F 
Courts obliged them to 1ſhue. EE, 


But the whole of the Proceedings being purely 


the Effect of their own Choice, they ſeem to be 
left without Excuſe: While wild Notions of 


tranſmuting Popiſh Superſtition into Proteſtant ff 


Property miſlead them to accuſe thoſe of Pride 


and Covetouſneſs, whom Purity and Conſcience 
oblige to teſtify againſt ſuch dangerous Miſtakes, 
Proceedings of this Kind, whereby conſcien- 


tious Perſons ſuffer in their Civil Rights and Pro- 
perty, only for withſtanding Ecclęſiaſtical Impo- 
ſitions, do nearly reſemble Perſecutions: And 


thoſe Perſons ſeem to be no good Friends to Li- 


berty of Conſcience and the Toleration, who by | 


3 former Severities to the Moderation of 
later Laws, expreſs their contemptuous Eſteem of 


the ale ond Lenity of the Preſent Adminifre iþ 


non. e N 

That the Power of the Law ſhould be abuſed 
to oppreſs a Meek, Quiet, and Peaceable People, | 
to be lamented: And that ſuch Oppreſſion ſhould 


be pleaded for as neceſſary to the Support and 


Maintenance of Chriſtian Miniſters, has been and 
is Matter of Surprize to generous Minds, 


8 
The Brief Account, preſented to the Conſidera- 
tion of the MEMBERS of both Houſes of PARLIA- 
MENT, is a Collection of Inſtances of ſuch O. 
preſſions, ſpecifying both the Suits and Cauſes of 
them, which Suits, whether brought by Clergymen, 
| Lay-Impropriators, Tithe-Farmers, or Church- 


wardens, come alike within the Reaſons afligned 


for the Quakers conſcientious Scruple, and the 
Claims were alike recoverable by the Acts of 7 


2 oo ths 4 * r 
PCP 


Account as the Clergy hitherto have taken Notice 
of, we apprehend, have undergone an Exami- 
. nation neither to its Diſcredit, nor to their Hon- 
our. . . e | 


ees in that Account, are Inſtances of the Oppreſ- 


; they have frequently, not only purpoſely omitted 


an eaſier Method of recovering their Claim, but 
| alſo expended Ten, Twenty or Thirty Pounds, 
or more, to purchaſe the dear-bought Satisfaction 
of diſtreſſing and impriſoning their Neighbours ; 

and that, not for ju# Dues, but for Claims, which 


have neither Contract, Equivalent, nor any rea- 
ſonable Conſideration to ſupport them, but are 


| mere Pretences of ſomewhat due for nothing 


| done, 


Their Example, if followed by others, would 


| 
» 5 k A oy. | 
vot only be ruinous to private Families, but 
| 


| to the Subverſion of Property, Should the Law 
favour the Farmer, the Tradeſman, the Merchant, 
. | in 


and 8 of King PVilliam III. Such Parts of that 


And tis obſervable, that a Multitude of Inſtan- 


ſion and Injuſtice of the Proſecutor : And what 
will doubtleſs appear ſhocking to moſt Readers, 


| would nearly affect the Publick Good, would be 
| deſtructive of all Trade and Commerce, and tend 
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in ** Claims upon Men for nothing, either 
done, or delivered, there muſt be an utter Stag⸗ 
nation of Commerce : : All Induftry would | be in 
yain; as indeed that of the poor Farmer too 
often is, who when he hath laboured hard all 
the Year, and been at great Expence, is ſome- 
times obliged to ſurrender to the Prieſt the 


whole Profit of his Crop, while his Family 


fares hard, and his juſt Debts are unpaid. This, 
though very hard, wary be ſubmitted to, for fear 
of ſomewhat harder, viz, the Expence of a 
Lau Suit, and the Danger of a Goal: Terri- 
ble Trials, which yet have been paſs d through, 
with Patience and Peace of Mind, by thoſe whoſe 
Conſciences, rightly inform'd, have been con- 
cern'd in Sincerity and Truth to teſtify againſt 
the yet remaining! Relicks of Fee and Buper- 
ſtition. 

That a Juſtices Warrant is an inſufficient 
Remedy, appears to be no more than an empty 
Pretence of thoſe who never try'd it. 

If that Perſon, who in Caſes of religious Scru- 
les of Conſcience, chuſes to proſecute Men with 
the utmoſt Severity in his Power, is not to bc 
charged with Cruelty, we know not who is, 
Nor do we think that there can be a more 
manifeſt Breach of that great Rule of Morality 
moin d by Chriſt himſelf, Whatever ye ould 
that Men ſhould do unto you, do Je even ſo to them, 
than ſuch a Proſecution, 

The Brief Account is a plain Narrative of Facts 
taken from credible Memoirs of thoſe who were 
iy e and Ear-Witneſles of thoſe Facts. The Per- 
e351 Names therein attend their Actions, We 
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if good and virtuous, intitle thoſe who did them, 
to deſerved Commendation : But if the Action 


related be Blame-worthy, the Blame ariſes from 


the Deed done, not from the Relation of it, 
which may be as juſt and true as if the Fact were 
| better. Plain Truth offends not him hat doth 
Truth : He ſeeks no Corners, but cometh to the 
Light, and delights in Sun-ſhine, But, 4 There 


is, (ſays Archbiſhop Tillotſon) a twofold Diſco- 


Þ very of their Actions which bad men are afraid 


of. They are afraid they ſhould be diſcovered 
ce to themſelves, becauſe that creates Trouble, 


that cauſeth Same. ED 

How the 2vakers, ſolliciting for Relief from 
unneceſſary Proſecutions, can tend to * diſtreſs 
« the Adminiſtration,” the Examiner has not 


explain'd : His + connecting the © Security of the 
„ State” with © the Property of the Clergy,” 
6ʒ.ůFj ow I ue 


—— 


* Sermons in Oavo, Vol. 13, | Pag. 365, Edit. 1703. 


F The Policy of the Clergy in thus attempting io min- 
ole Intereſts and Powers with the Civil Magiſtrate, is 
well deſcribed by William Dell, who, in the Preface to a 
2 Sermonof his intituled, Right Reformation, preached 
* before the Houſe of Commons, Nov. 25, 1646. fays, 
= © And here I would dere you to late Notice of 3 
« Working of the Myſtery of 2 from the Head 
ts the very little Toes of the 

you know the Pope intereſted himſelf in the Empe- 


« rour and Powers of the World, (for his own Ad- 
vantage and Support, no doubt, rather than for 
i #b:irs) after, the Prelates ſucceſüvely ſaid to worldly 

ee ee 


« and Uneaſineſs to them; and they are afraid 
* they ſhould be diſcovered to others, becauſe 


lan of Sin: At firſt 


E 


5 


The Liſt of Impriſonments annexed to the 
Brief Account ſhews the extream Severity of the 
Proſecutors; and the Magnanimity and Patience 
of the Sufferers, who preferred Peace of Con- 
| ; ard r 


1 OOO — — 


Kings, Lend us your Power, and we will lend you 
e ours: Let our Spiritual Power deal in Temporal 
* Things, and your Temporal Power fhall deal in Spi- 
< ritual Things: And ſtill the Clergy-Power (which | 
„c call'd it felt Spiritual) ſo linkt it ſelf with the Tem- 
* oral, that the Power that was not of God, might be 
< upheld by the Power that was of God, and having 
<< got this Advantage, they cried Deſtroy one, Deſtroy 
«« both; and ſo the Prelates were wont to ſay, No Bi- 
« hop, No King. And their Succeſſors in the King- 
, dom of Antichriſt ſtill cry, No Miniſter, No Ma- 
«© giſtrate; and ſo ſtill mingle Intereſts and Powers 
c with the civil Magiſtrate; that under the Magi- 
cc ſtrate, the Power of God, they might cunningly 
e ſhrowd that Power that is not of God. And thus 
<< they, ſtill under the Name of the Magiſtrate, ſeek 
cc themſel ves, and the drawing of that Power that is 
& only his, from him to themſelves, to whom it doth 
e not belong: Being in the mean Time really againſt 
«{ Magiſtracy, farther than it is ſerviceable to their 
&« own Ends. Whereas, we reckon Magiſtracy, not 
& leſs Magiſtracy, no leſs the Ordinance of God, 
« though we /#ffer under it, and by it, 
This Clergy-Antichriſtian Power, wherever it is, 
ce will ſtill fit upon the Power of the Nation; the 
Power of Anlichriſt ſo domineering over the Powers 
of the World, that none but che Power of Chri/ 
« can caſt it off.“ on TON 
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ſcience to all worldly Confiderations : For which 


Chriſtian Behaviour, they are treated by the Ex- 
aminer, in like Manner as Confeſſors * Mar- 


tyrs for the Truth in all Ages were, by thoſe who 


cauſed them to ſuffer. 


« Injuring the Living,” as the Inflictors of 


thoſe Impriſonments did; and © afper/ins the 


Dead, a the Examiner does thoſe who died 


in the Faith under ſuch Impriſonments, are by 


his own Confeſſion, © Practices diſagreeable to 5 
Human Society, and “ far from the Nature 


© of true Religion ;” nor is it eaſy to reconcile 
ſuch Practices with Chriſtian Charity. 


That Men of perſecuting Diſpoſition expreſs 


great Uneafineſs at the Brief Account, is no other 


than might reaſonably be expected; becauſe it 


carries a ſevere Reproof to ſuch Tempers, and 


affects ſuch Men's Reputation. * Now Repu- 


* tation, (ſays Archbiſhop Tillotſon) is a tender 


« Part, which few Men can endure to have 


4 touched, tho never ſo juſtly ; and therefore no 


Cc Wonder if bad Men be impatient of that Truth 
* which lays them open to the World, and do 


by all Means endeavour to ſuppreſs and con- 
* ccal it from themſelves and others,” For 


- _ with it, and is very convincing, and 


7 — 


Cm. 


be £4. 


* vol. 13, pag 370. + Tbid, pag. 367, 368, 
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+ Truth Jays he) carries great Evidence 


where Men will not yield to it, and ſuffer 
* themſelves to be convinc'd by it, it gives them 
La great deal of Diſturbance : Gravis male 
We - lux eſt, ſays Seneca, Light is very 
.* troubleſome to 4 bad "Conſcience for it ſhews 
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eie Men their Deformities whether they will or 
« no; and when Men's Vices are diſcovered to 
cc them, they muſt either reſolve to perſiſt in 
ec them, or to break them off, and either of 2 1 
« js very grievous.” Hence it is, that Every one 
that doth Evil hateth the Li git, neither r 
10 the Light, bet bis Deeds JO be 9 
John i lil. 20. f 


* 


APP E N DI * 


HO the Farce and Power of Truth 
have ſo far prevail'd upon the Clergy, as 
to lay aſide, for the preſent, their old 
Pretence of a Divine Ri ght to Tithes; a Pretence 
| nolonger ſuſceptible; than while Darkneſs cover 

the Earth, and groſs Der the Eph: : 


Yet, by declining to renounce a Pha, which 
they are unable to maintain, they difcover a Diſ- 
polition, when 33 hall offer, fo re- 

aſſume it. 


They are now aka 4 to reſt. the Weight 1 
their Cauſe upon another Bafis, equally inſuffi- 
| cient to ſupport it, viz. A Pretence of Property, 

grounded on the Laws of the Land: 


But they ſeem not duly to conſider, that the 
Laws themſelves, in this Caſe of Tithes, are 
grounded on a miſtaken Suppoſition of their 
being antecedently due by Divine Right : Upon 
which it nt been juſtly obſerved, that 


Bb os A certain. 
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&« * A certain Order of Men once cry'd u 
te the Divine Right of Tithes, and enlarg'd 
« upon the Sin of Sacrilege, in with-holding 
« what was due to God and holy Church. This 
induced the eaſy Superſtition of our Anceſtors 
e to make Laws enforcing the Payment of them 
£0 on 13 of their being o due. 


Bd We now 7 ſee, that the fallicious Plea of 
„ Right, on which thoſe Laws were 
founded, is laid aſide; and the Laws are ur- 
de Red as the Ground of that Claim to which they 
gave thei Sanction upon another F oundation. 


8 Thus Was Superſtition induced to grant a 
Law to inforce the ſuppoſed Commands of the 
Goſpel, and when upon cloſer Conſideration 
© no ſuch Commands appear, the Law alone is 
argued as ſufficient to ſupport that Claim, 


* which, if the 855 does n not ee a Right to, 
has none at all. 9-444 


That the Reader may have the clearer Tdea of 
the oppreſſive Nature of this pretended Property 
in Tithes, we have thought fit to annex, by way 
of Appendix to this Vindication, the following 
Pages, tranſcribed from a Book, intituled, The 


Huſbandman $ 


* Fee the Vindication in Anſwer to the Churchmen 
of en, pag. 34. 
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Huſbandmiah- s Pleat againſt Tithes, publiſhed in 
the Year F 1647, wherein | 
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This PROPOSITION, 

'F > 

That Tithes are an Oppreſion to the Huſband- 
man, a Burden 700 bear for him to bear, 


and undoeth many,” is clearly proved, , 
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0 Now for the clearing of this Propoſttiin,. 
concerning the Oppreſſion of Tithes, we muſt 
85 firſt, underſtand What! Is meant by IxCRE ASE, 


ES Whether i it be meant af the clear Gain that 

© comes unto the. Huſbandman, his Stock and 
or: Labour being deducted out of his Crop of 
« Corn; as the Tradeſman, by the Sure, of 
2 Edig. VI. is to deduct his Stock and Charge, 
e and then to pay but the Tenth of his clear 
Gain: Or, as all Perſons called Spiritual, as 
0 Biſhops, Parſons, and the like, were appointed 
* by a Statute made in the 26th of Hen. VIII. 
— to pay. Fe or Tithes to the. King. 


48 They by that Statute were appointed to pay 
but the Tenth of their-clear Gain or Income 
* by Tithes, or other Profits of Rents that they 

« received for their Land, all their Charges are 

: ſi: be deducted, even the Stewards, Bayliffs, 
B b « ; * and 


Þ+ This «vas before the Name Quaker was known y 
aud ſhes that more early Proteſtants labeur'd under & 
Sone of the Romiſh rel, don of Tithes, 
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ei and Receivers of their Rents, their Wages and 
xe Fees ſhall be deducted by that Statute. 


« And there is as good Reaſon that the 
© Huſbandman's Stock and Charges ſhould be 
© deducted out of his Crop of ', for the 
* Preſervation of his Stock for his continual 
« Maintenance; and for the Huſbandman to 
2 y but the Tenth of his clear Gain, if he 
have any: The Oppreſſion would not be ſo 
great as it is, if the clear Gain or Increaſe be 
enough to maintain the Huſbandman com- 


5 ** fortably without diminiſhing of his Stock. 


+. I INcREASE be not thus taken for the 
* Huſbandman, as for the Tradeſman, and 


e Biſhops, and Parſons, before named in the 


— aforeſaid Statute of 26 Hen. VIII. and 2 Edu. 

VI. then there is not an equal Diſtribution of 

e Juſtice to the Huſbandman in this Law of 
cc Tithes, as to the Tradeſman, and Others, 
« 7 betbre- mentioned. 


«© But, under the Pretence of Bo there 
<« is taken from the Huſbandman the Tenth of 
© his Stock and Year's Labour every Year, by 

taking the Tenth of his Crop (in which his 
Stock and Year's Labour lies) under the ſpe- 


ie Name of Tithes or Tenth of Increaſe, 
Aas if his Crop of Corn were all Increaſe or 


10 clear Gain. 


cc If IxckE ASR be thus taken, then it is im- 
Z poles to be Fe by any —2 2 
SEES. x wit out 
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cer without the great Oppreſſion of him, and 


*, the utter undoing of many, as daily Experience 
« ſhewerh, | S ; | y — . 


121 And thus ta take the Tenth of the Huf- 
« bandman's Stock, and Year's Labour, is Op- 
« preſſion, Cruelty, Tyranny, and a Sin againſt 
« the Sixth and Eighth Commandment, it being 
© confidered in | AK) Reſpects, yea, againſt 


Lad 


the Law of Nature, or ſound natural Reaſon ; 5 


| * and in the Breach of the Rules of Reaſon, © 
| © Man is leaſt excuſable before God and Man; 
And a Man may as ſoon make another . wi 
| © verſe, as make this Law of Tithes any other 
than a Breach of the moral Law of God and g 
5 Nature, _ 


3 © Our partum it may be thinks; har the Es 
e bandman may ſpare the Tenth of his Crop as 
| © eafily as they may ſpare the Tenth of their 
© Tithes, that they receive of the Husbandman, 
«© that coſts them nothing but the in. in- 
Bo to their Barns : 


* © But herein they are as Jeacived; or c 
„ wilfully blinded ; for the Husbandman lays 
% out his Stock and Treafure in Corn, as any 
Merchant or Tradeſman lays out his Stock or 
| © Treaſure in any Merchandize or Wares what- 
| * ſoever. [1 


« As for Example ; A Man cannot it "' 
5 Crop of Wheat upon one Acre of Ground 
8 under ferty Shillings where the Land is but 

but 
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ce hat foe or ſix Shillings fer Annum by the Acre: 
« And in thoſe Places where the Land is worth 
© fen Shillings, or ſixteen Shillings, or twenty 
* Shillings per Annum by the Acre, a Man can- 
©. not ſet a Crop of iWhe 


at under 31, or 4 and 
ein ſome Places 5. upon one Aare of Lark that 
ce jg let at thoſe Rates; N 
tic nh : 
And the Hamann waits a Yar, ant an 
e halt for the Return of ſome of it, and a Year 


JEL 


for the Return of the reſt of it; and many 
<_ Years within the Term of 21, the Husband- 


c. man's Stock ſo laid out returns none Increaſe, 


* but decreaſes ſometimes after the Rate oth © 
60 ſometimes Lol. or 12.1 in the Hundred. 


: 40 And this we can prove by diverſe Inflances, 


of Men that have loſt of their Stocks (laid out 


* in their Crops) after that Rate, and yet no 


* Fault in the Husbandman, either for want of 


* Skill or Diligence in his Calling: And ſome 


do: ſo every Year in one Place or other of this 


e Kingdom, and yet the Tenth of the Hus- 


e bandman's Crop is taken from him Yearly, 
60 1 Without any de af his Loſſes: 7 


ke And the Parſon, 3 no r 3 he 


«, Tenth of the Crop, but the Nine Parts of the 
Husbandman's decayed Stock is again to the 


c 


LA, 


Parſon like the Bull or Cow that Job ſpeaks 
« of; Fob xxi. 10. The wicked Man's Bu! 
$Fe gendereth-, and faileth not ; 2 6. Cow calveth and 
54 $6 ag 704 her Ca 4.6 


? 
* 


ct Even 
97 0 
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Even ſo doth the Remainder of the Nds 
© bandiran's decayed Stock; preſently it gender- 
« eth again, and faileth not to bring forth an- 
© other Increaſe to the Parſon the next Year, 
* though with as much Loſs to the Husband- 
man as before, and the Miniſters and Impro- 
priators, like the Egyptian Taſk-maſters ſpoken 
of Exod. v. Verſ. 6, 7, 8. exact the full Num- 
e ber and Tale of our Brick, we nean, the full 
Tenth of the Husbandman's Crop, and give 


ec not ſo much as Stubble or Steam Wowi the : 
* making of it; OF 416-4: A RATES, 903 TTOn 


cc 


cc 


ms TH although that the Husbandman's 
| « Stock be always barren to himſelf, yet it hath 
as fruitful a Womb to the Parſon, as is the 
Womb of a certain Kind of Coneys, of whom 
e Pliny ſpeaks 1 in the 8th Book of his Natural 
Hiſtory, which after it be once with Young, 
| © it conceiveth again upon it, inſomuch as at 
| © one Time ſhe hath ſome Leverets ſucking of 
| © her, others in her Belly, and thoſe not of the 
* © fame Forwardneſs; for ſome of them are co- 
vered with Hair, others naked without any 
Down, and: there be of them that are not 
ſhapen at all, but without. Form: e 


« Even ſo, the 6 Stock is all 
ways with Young, breeding, and bringing 

forth one Kind of Tithe after another; and 
« always! it hath ſome Kind of Tithes ſucking 
upon it: For after the Huſbandman's Stock 
| © bath brought forth Tithe-Hay, and Tithe-Corn, 
33 the like eee tho? not yet 
2 "my formed 
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* formed; and the ſame nine Parts of Hay and 


4 Corn hath ſome young Ones, not of the fame 
_ © Forwardnelſs, but one after another; 


And 7 3the-Cabvts, that grow of thoſe Ali. 

« ments that ariſe of the ſame nine Parts of Hay 
* and Straw that have been Tithed the ſame 
2 © Year ; 


| 40 And as ſoon as the calves are taken Bonn 

dt their Dams, then Jitbe- Mill, that ariſeth 
e from the ſame nine Parts of Hay and Straw 
* that have been Tithed before: 


0 And Tithe-Pigor, ſeveral Times * the 
© Year, ariſing out of the ſame nine ' Parts of 
1 * Corn Tithed before: 


« And likewiſe Tithe Eggs 4 Tithe-Chickens, 
tc that ariſe out of the ſame nine Parts of Corn 


9 5 2 * that hath been Tithed before: 


«' Alſo Lomb and Wil ariſing pattly * the 
c ſame nine Parts of Hay Tithed before, for the 
* Sheep are kept in the Winter with the Hay 
— that hath been Tithed before: 


* M All which Tithes before-menitioned is as bad, 
© if not worſe, than Uſe upon Uſe after the Rate 
of 10/. in the Hundred: As if a Man ſhould 
© lend another Man 100. and bind the fame 
Man to whom he lends it to give the Lender 
<< 10/, for the Uſe of the 100/. and 205. for the 
«& Uſe of the 10% the ſame So: 1 
cc n 


- "#74 


cc 


| cc 


ce 
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<© conſiſts of Tillage, muſt be the Fourth Part of 
the Purchaſe of the Land, after the Rate of 
Twenty Years Purchaſe, of what N Value 
ſoever the Farm be: 

1 CV 


ES 


758 


cc 


OO  — 
« And thus Tithes eat up and conſuine the 
Huſbandman's Stock and Eſtate, by taking the 


Tenth of his Stock imployed in his Crop of 
Corn, in taking the FTenth of the Crop every 


Year, and Tithing his Stock twice or thrice 
: 7 Year: 


« And many of © our Miniſters and fmpropria- ; 
tors, when they have gotten away the Hul- 
 bandmah's Stock; and brought him to Pover- 
ty and Beggary, then they caſt upon him this 


or the like Reproach, and fay, he was an idle 


Fellow, and unſkilful in his Calling ; when indeed, 
the Truth! 1s, the Huſbandman, whoſe gtock 
they have eat up and conſumed by Tithes, was 
more ſkilful in his Calling, than the Miniſter 
that eat him up was in his Calling, and for 
Diligence there is no Compariſon : Ahd ma- 
ny Impropriators have no Calling at all, but 

* live idly upon the Sweat of other Men's Brows, 
and eat the Bread of other Men. 


« The Oppreſſion of Tithes will better pur | 
by this Og Demonttration : : 


It is a ſure and true Rule amongſt the Huſ- 
bandmen, that underſtand the Myſtery and 
* Calling of Huſbandry, that the Stock that the 


Huſbandman mult bring to ſtock a Farm that 


cc 
ec 
/ 

cc 
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3 As * Inſtance: In a Farm of 100 l Rent 
« per Annum, he that will rent that Farm, muſt 


bring a Stock of the Value of five Years Pur- 
chaſe, that is 500 J. for with a leſs Stock he 
cannot ſtock a Farm of the Rent of 100 J. 
28 Annum. 


« And 3 col meer is * out in the Crop 
of Corn every Vear in Rent, Seed, Plowing, 
and other Labour in digging of the Ground, 


Weeding of the Corn, and cutting of it at 


| Harveſt, and gathering it together to make it 
ready to be carried into the Barn ; and is but 
* ſo much Money laid out in Corn, as any Mer- 
© chant or Tradeſman lays out fo much Money 
in any. Merchandiſe or Wares whatſoever, 


« And 80 1 8 is lt out in Horſes, 


Harneſs, Ploughs, Carts, and other Implements 
of Huſbandry, and the Uſe of them is employ'd 
In tilling and preparing of the Land for the 
Crop of Corn, and they wear out and are con- 


ſumed in their Uſe, and muſt be renewed out 


of the Increaſe of the Crop of Corn if there 


be any, or elſe the Wearing out of them will 


© wear out his Stock. 1 in Time. 


. 40l. muſt be laid out in Coun, Sheep, 


and other Cattle, and the greateſt Profit of 


them 1s ſpent every Year by the Huſbandman, 
_ whilſt that he is preparing and tilling of the 


* Land for the Crop; and many times the Huſ- 
** bandman 


cc 


cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 
1c 
cc 
cc 
cc 
ic 
cc 
ec 
cc 
ec 
ce 
ec 


cc 


cc 


ones...» 
bandman loſes in a Year (in many Places of 
this Land) 20 J. and more, by Sheep that die 
of the Rot, and other Caſualties, yea, as ſoon 
ſometimes as the Parſon hath taken the Tithe 


of the Wool and the Lamb: And in many 


Places of this Kingdom, where the Land lies 


in common Fields, and cannot be let lie to 
gather Heart, by reaſon that it muſt be con- 


tinually tilled, the Huſbandman in thoſe Pla- 


ces cannot be without a Flock of Sheep for 
the Fold, to Dung his Ground, and the Flock 
of Sheep (if as aforeſaid dead of the Rot, or 


other Caſualties) muſt be renewedoutof the In- 
creaſe of the Crop of Corn if there be any; or 


elſe the Huſbandman in thoſe Places will ſoon 


come to Poverty, as many Men in thoſe Places 


have done, by the Loſs of their Flock of Sheep, ; 
« their Crop not increaſing enough to buy Sheep 


(c 


again, by reaſon that the Tenth thereof is 


« taken for the Tithes every Year. 


„And there muſt be 30 J. laid out in Uten- 
fils or neceſſary Things in the Houſe, which 


wear out many of them in their Uſe, as Linen, 
Bedding, Braſs, Pewter, and all Kind of Coop- 


ers Ware; and theſe alſo muſt be renewed out 


of the Increaſe of the Crop of Corn, if there 
bay. © hs res 


& And thus the 500 J. Stock is laid out in the 


© ſevggal Sums aforeſaid, viz. 


OT WT, 


ments of Huſbandry. 
e In Cows and Sheep, — 
Fax In Houſhold Stuff. — 2 00 O0 
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1 


et In che Crop. 2 350 ©0 oo. 


« Carts, "and other Imple- 


* In Horſe, Harneſs, — 9 N 
Fo 80 oo o 


40 OO oo 


— TEC 


9 


am Total. $00. oo o 


2 


And this Rule of laying out a Stock of goal, : 
ina Farm that conſiſts of Tillage, will hold in 


moſt Places in this Kingdom, except in thoſe 


Places where the Land lies in three Parts in 
Common Fields, there will be ſomething leſs 
laid out in the Crop, and ſame Implements of 
Huſbandry; but then there muſt be more laid 
out in the Flock of Sheep, with the Charge of 
keeping a Shepherd to follow, and fold { 7 


to keep the Ground in Heart, and they muſt 


be upheld by the Crop, and ſo reckoned 1 in it. 1 


80 And if the Crop be mall conſidered, hare is 


not one Year in ſeven, that the Crop of Corn 
(upon ordinary Land that hath been kept in 
Tillage) is worth any more Money at Harveſt, 


than that Part of his Stock aforeſaid lajd out in 


the Crop, if the Huſbandman be but paid for 


. his Labour, as he pays the Day-Labouring X 


man for his Labour: If the Crop be worth 16 


. much, the Huſbandman 18 glad, and gives 


cc God 


c 
ce 
cc 
ce 


9 


ce 


cc 
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© God Thanks that he has bleſſed his Labour {© 


© well: The 1 is oftner less Worth chan 
. | 


out in the Crop as aforeſaid, as the Tithe 
thereof comes unto, and yet the Tenth of the 


Crop i is taken from him without a, Confidera- 
tion, whether his Stock have increaſed or de- - 


op ercaſed | in the Crop. 


60 


ce 


j "Us 
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cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 
cc 
cc 


cc 


« 


b 
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« If is Crop be oth no more is the 


350 J. laid out in it as aforeſaid, yet the Par- 


* ſon's Tithe will be worth 3 57 for he hath 


cc- 


the Tenth of all the Crop, and this 35 J. 
is above the third Part of the Year's Rent of 
that Farm: Then by this Account the Huſ- 


46 bandman hath taken from him by the Miniſ- 


ters or Impropriators, the Sum of 35 J. of his 
Stock, and his Stock is decayed 3 5 /. although 


© he has played the good Huſband, and hath had 
* the Bleſſing of God upon his Labour, in an or- 


1 


dinary Way of God's Providence on the Fruits 


of the Earth. And thus in few Years the Par- 


ſon's Tithe eats out and conſumes the Huf- 
| bandman' 8 Stock. 


« And if the "Hoflendman's Crop be not 
worth ſo much by 50 J. as the Stock or Charge 
that he hath laid out in it (as many a Year | 


within the Term of Twenty One it is not) yet 


the Parſon 's Tithes will be worth 39 J. Then by 


i this 


v 8 ws 4 7 * : 
—— OG OO ̃ — — „* $4 4 — 
- > 1 a 


| « "And tht 18 a one Year 1 in Ten: that the 
Crop of Corn, of, ordinary Land in any Farm 
is worth fo much more, beſides his Stock laid 


"© 


4 
— N 
8 0 N 
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q this Account, the Husbandman has loſt 50 J. 
« by his Trade of Huſbandry, and he hath taken 


% from him 30 l. more of his decayed Stock, 
„ which being put together makes 80 J. which 


is almoſt the fifth Part of his whole Stock, that 


ce He has loſt by his Crop of Corn in one Year, - 


« heſides his Tithe-Wool and Lamb, and be- 
e ſides other Loſſes that may fall out the ſame 
«© Year, and beſides the wearing out of his Im- 


„ plements * that "Rm yerly 
= & renewing. 7 


« And if ume few Vears prove unſerſonable, = 


«© the Husbandman is by this means of Tithing 
c bereaved of the greateſt Part of his Stock; 
e and fo, by this Means, in few Years are F 


cc undone. 


. te And this we can prove by diverſe Inſtan- 
c ces of Men that have been thus undone, and 


* yet no Fault on the Husbandman' 8 Fart. 


r But ſuppoſe the Husbandman's Crop (alter 


if one ſuch Year's Loſs) ſhould prove for Ten 


tt Years together as well as can be expected; yet 


% the Husbandman ſhall never recover that one 


« Year's Loſs in that Ten Years, but live in 


« Want and Miſery in that Farm, by Reaſon 
ce that the Tenth of his Stock and Labour is 


«taken from him nr under the Name of 
| ff THUG | 


|  & But 


(ons). 


$f But ſuppoſe that the Husbandmay' 8 Stock; 
be with his Labour and diligent Care, ſhould in- 


« creaſe every Year after the Rate of ten Pounds 


4 jn the Hundred : How ſtands it with the Juſ- 
1 tice of the Moral Law of God, and the Law 


of Nature, or ſound Natural Reaſon, that ano- 
e ther Man, whether Miniſter or Impropriator, 
* ſhould carry away every Year, all the Increaſe 
« of the Husbandman's Stock and Lahour, that 
< he hath laboured for all the Year, and laid out 
« his Stock or Treaſure in his Calling, hoping 


e. of ſome Gain or Increaſe : ? 


is in no poſlbility of increafing his Talent or 


« Stock, to lay up any thing for his Wife and 


»= Children, as the Order and Duty of Nature 


“ requires him. Gen. xxx. v. 30. And Jacob 
fi [aid unto Laban, but now when ſball 1 provide 


« "for mine own Houſe alſo? And the Apoltt 
faith, 1. Tim. v. 8. But if any provide not 


« for his own, and ſpecially for thoſe of his own 


« Houſe, be hath denied the Faith, and is aworje 


than an Infidel, And is not the Means . 
« when provided, taken from them by the M 


Tc Tithes? 


＋ Nay, alchon gh that che 1 8 Stock 


| with his 2 do increaſe every Year after 


| © the Rate of Ten Pounds in the Hundred, yet 


| « by this Means of Tithing, there is not only 


©« © The Hetkodawoby this Means of Tithing 
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niſters and Impropriators under the N ame "of 


taken from the Husbandman all the 7 


> 


O * * 
1 ———— — — — 2 a . 


1 3 
(20 r L 


& of his Stock, and Vear's Labouf, büt alſo 


* foie of the Stock it ſelf. As for Example” A 


1855 If the 3 50 . e Kid out in the Crop 
ho increaſe 35. that is to ſay, that the Crop 


of Corn be Worth 35 J. more than the 3 501. 
aforeſaid laid out in the Crop of Corn, Which 


35 J. is the Increaſe of 350 J. after the Rate of 


ten Pounds in the Hundred; then by this Ac- 
count the Crop of Corn muſt be worth 3851. 
'« and the Tenth of 385 J. is 38 J. 10's. hie 
the Parſon, (whether Minifter or Impropria- 
tor) takes for Tithes, for he hath the Tenth of 
e all the Crop wherein the 350 J. Stock and the 


35 J. Increaſe lies. Then by this Account the 
Parſon, (whether Miniſter or Impropriator) 
takes 35 J. which is all the Increaſe of the 


3 50 J. aforeſaid (laid out in the Crop p) and 3 I. 


10 5s. of the Husbandman's Stock laid out in 


the Crop of Corn as aforeſaid. 


And fo by this Means of Tithing, the Huſ- 
* bandman's 350 J. Stock laid out in the Crop of 


Corn 1s come to be but 346 J. 10 5. and ſo there 


183 . 10 8. loſt of the Husbandman's Stock. 


« O Viperous Brood, Tithes, that eats out the 


Bowels of the Dam that breeds it, we mean, 
the Husbandman's Stock, every Time that it 


18 delivered of Tithes ! q 


5925 He that thall deny this aforegoing Deion. 
tration (of Tithing) to be true, muſt deny his 
own Reaſon, and every underſtanding Huſ- 

bandman s 


Cat }-- 
te bandman's Experience. And he that doth 
T think to make Men to believe, againiſt found 
«Reaſon, and true Experience, muſt go ſeek 
«© out another World of Men to beget fuch a 
„„ EET not” 


AIs it not worſe than Utfury to take 100. in | 
the 1007, not for lending an 100/. of his own. = 
EY Money 3 pi the Parſon (whether Miniſter or 

« Impropriator) in taking of Tithes, takes 160. | 
in the 1001, of another Man's Money, and the [| 
« * Impropriator gives nothing at all to him that | | 

Ai 
: 
| 
| 
$ 


4 he takes it of. 


| © To take Jen Pounds for the Loan of 
| © Tool, (of a Man's own Money) for a Year, 7" 
| © hath been adjudged exceflive Receiving and 1 
| © Gaining from another Man, tho' it be for 1 
ec lending ef his own Money; and therefore | 
* now no Man may take above +81. for the 1 
Loan of 100). for one Year : And yet by this 9 
corrupt Cuſtom of Tithing, there is taken 1 if 
| © the Huſbandman, by the Miniſters and Im- = 
© propriators, Uſe upon Uſe, after the Rate of _ t 
| © 10/. in the Hundred, not for lending their 1 
| © own Money, but of another's (the Huſband- 
| © man's) Money. _ ek 


+ 
- | | 3 * 
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| * Neither does the Miniſter give any thing to the 
r 

| TÞ This was at that Time the Intereſt allow'd by Law, 

ubicb being now but five Pounds ſor the Hundred, makes 

be Grievance at this Day the greater, 1 


( 212 J- 
Can any Man live upon a more ungodly | 
% Way of Maintenance than this of Tithes ? | 
It being worſe than that of Uſe for lending of 
Money condemned by the Statue Law 
„ of this Land, Jer. xxii. 13. Jo unto tim 
that buildeth his Houſe by Unrighteouſneſs,. and 
his Chambers by Wrong; that uſeth his Newgh- 


. 


 bour's Service without Wages, and giveth him 


« not for his Work. Or can any Nan be a 
<« more laviſh. Condition than the Huſbandman 
« is in, to pay Uſe upon Uſe . after the Rate of 
_ < 10/. in the Hundred for hisown Money and 
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1 as the Prophet ſaid o 


Hab. ii. 13. yea, wear out himſelf and his 


«© Now whether the taking the Tenth of the 


ce 


< Year's Labour, by taking the Tenth of his Crop 
under the Name of Tithes, be Oppreffion. or 
cc 


«c 
«a 
cc 


be a Slave to another, yea deyour another like 
* the Beaſt in the Field; and that the Huſband- 
% men ſhould continue under the Voke and 
* Burden of ſuch a Law and Cuſtom, that it 
e ſhould be impoſſible for them, in an ordinary 
© Way of God's Providence in their Cities; to 

e e nr 


Le 
cc 


«c 


cc 
cc 
cc 


cc 


So 


; ©... a 


lay up any thing for Poſterity, Or live com- 


, 


fortably in this preſent Life, we leave to every 
reaſonable Man to judge. 


: That this is true, that the Earth brings 
forth no more Increaſe than is befere-men- 
tioned, the Huſbandman can tell by Experi- 


ence ; and it is poſlible for any rational Man 


to prove, that lives in any Pariſh in this King- 
dom, if that he take a true Survey or Ac- 
count of every Man's Crop in that Pariſh 
* what it is worth at Harveſt, and what it 
ſtands him in, as of Rent, Seed, Dunging, 
Liming, Chalking, and Marling of the Ground, 
* Ploughing, Weeding, and Cutting of the Corn. 


_ © By this Demonſtration the Reader may per- 
ceive, that the Huſbandman doth pay Uſe 
upon Uſe after the Rate of ro/. in the Hun- 
* dred, for all that Part of his Stock that he 
lays out in his Crop of Corn and Cattle, 
which doth amount unto 87. in the Hundred 


(within a Little) for all the Huſbandman's 


Stock of Horſe, Harneſs, Ploughs, Carts, and 
other Implements of Huſbandry ; yea for the 
Bed that he lies upon, and his Braſs Pots and 
| Kettles, yea, for the Stools and Forms, that 
he and his Children and Servants fit upon; 
for 500. at 8). in the 100. is worth 40l. per 
Annum, and the Tithe-Hay, and Corn, and 


Tithe-Catves, Milk, Lamb, and Wool, Piggs, 


Eggs, and all other Things that the Tz7he-Mon- 
gers will have to be Titheable, will be worth 49/, 
per Annum where they are taken in kind in a 


n Farm 


— 2 — —EB — m _ 


« 
ec 
Fc 
cc 


(214) 
Farm of 2 per Annum Rent, and that con- 
ſiſts of Tillage. And we can inſtance in ſome 
Men that have paid 40/. per Aunum for Tithe- 


Corn,: Wool and Lamb, in a Farm of Tillage, 
not much more per Annum than 100l. but in 


few Years it did undo ſome of them. 


9 And thus the Reader may perceive, that 
the Huſbandman's Stock raiſes and advances 
the Miniſter's and Impropriator s Families, 
and provides Stocks for their Children, if they b 
would live but as ſparingly, and fare as hard 
*© as the Huſbandmen do: And the Huſband | 
man by this Means cannot provide any thing 
for his own Children: Now 3 51. per Annum, | 
* which is the Value of the Tithe of the Huſ- 
bandman's Crop of Corn will raiſe in twenty 
one Years 73g. to the Miniſter or Impro- 
* priator, beſides the other Tithe of Wool and 
5 Lambs, Calves, Milk, Piggs, Gc. that may 
make it up 89ol. or 840% in 21 Vears: And 


the Huſbandman out of whoſe Stock and 8 


bour thoſe Sums of Money aforeſaid are raiſed, 
| ſhall be never the Richer at the 21 Years End, | 
than he was at the Beginning thereof, when 

he brought the 5001, Stock to ſuch a Farm as 
| aforeſaid ; but if that he have kept his Stock 
whole at the 21 Years End, to divide among 
his Children, he thinks that he hath ſped well 
* and plaid the good Huſband, 


Objeftion,, Rot ſome Man, it may be, 
ml object, that the Tluſbandman hath lived 


uU pon 


11 


upon his Stock and N up his Children 


«6 Witt it. 


er. r. c The Hosbandman and TR Wife 
have not lived upon their Stock, and brought 
<« up their Children with it; but the Hufband- 
* man, his Wife and Children, have lived upon 
« their Labour ; ; for the Huſbandman, his Wife 
and Children earn as much as will keep them 


KR 


« 


| * as well as they are kept, if they were paid for 


their Labour, but as he pays the Day-La- 
* bourer for his Labour. And thus the Huſ- 


e bandmangivesaway all the Profit of the Uſe 
| © of his Stock after the Rate of 8. in the Hun- 


« dred of what Value ſoever the Stock be, ac- © 
4. cording to the Greatneſs of his F arms. ': 


4 And the Reader may obſerve, that the 
* Tithe-Corn in every Pariſh where the Land is 
** arable, doth amount unto the Zh:rd Part of 
cc the Yearly Value of all the Land in the 
„ Pariſh, although that the Huſbandman's Stock 
66 eien never a Penny; becauſe the Tithe is 
| © the Tenth of all the Huſbandman' s Stock laid 
out in the Crop. _ 


* And the Reader may hb that the Tenant 
„that rents the Land doth gather up all the 
* Purchaſer's or Landlord's Maney (that he laid 
e out in the Purchaſe of the Land) in the Term 
« of 20 Years the Purchaſer ſhall have all his 
a0 Money again that he laid out for the Land, 


cc 


* 


* 


double his Stack in 20 Years: But the 
% 5 „ Tenant 


and the Land beſide. So the Purchaſer doth 2 


| 


5 44S + Farikntwrho lays out 


- Foy iv. Verl. 2, 2 
c canfidered all the O Wee that are done vader 
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out a Stock of the Value of 
the fourth Part of the Purchaſe, ſhall have 


9 


& nothing for the Uſe of his Money : It is as 
ce good Reaſon that the Tenant's: Stock ſhould 
 E 3ncreale ſomething as the Purchaſer 8. 


843928 47 


5 45 « * We concede this Demonſtration of the 
ppreſſion of Tikes, e that of Solomon, 
So I returned, and 


& the Sun, and behold the Tears of fuch as were 


b oppreſſed, and they had no Comforter ; and on | 
the Side of their Oppreſſors there was * Power, 
* but they had no Comforter. Wherefore ] prai- 


* 


* 


re fed the Dead which are already Dead more than 


be Living which are yet alive. Yea, better is 
be than both they, which hath not yet been, 450 
© bath not ſeen the Evil Work that is done under 
** the Sun. Again I conſidered all Travell and 
every right Work, that for this a Man is envied 
4 of bis Neig hbour : This ts alſo Vanity and Vexa- 
« tion of Toirit. Even fo the Huſbandman's 


Labour is envied him; and others by a State- 


» Policy live on his Labour,” 


We Gabenlt the foregoing Demonſtration of the 
Huſbandman to the Peruſal and Conſideration 


of the Judicious and Impartial Reader; who, if 
he ſhall * the ſame to be rational and con- 
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vincing. will, no doubt, you with us ID an ; Be. 


n, VIZ, 


That the Clergy s Modern Pretence to a Pro 
perty in Tithes is as oppoſite to right Reaſon and 
_ focral Equity, as their Old Claim to them by Di- 
une Right was repugnant to the Precepts of 

: ſs and the Doctrine of the — 


44 


